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The House met at noon and was
called to order by the Speaker.

———

PRAYER

The Deputy Parliamentarian, Jason
Smith, offered the following prayer:

God, we thank You for this day and
for all the Members of the House that
are here, both new and current Mem-
bers-elect. We pray that they will all
be wise in all of their duties on this
day and for the rest of the Congress
and the new Congress.

Amen.

———

THE JOURNAL

The SPEAKER. The Chair has exam-
ined the Journal of the last day’s pro-
ceedings and announces to the House
his approval thereof.

Pursuant to clause 1, rule I, the Jour-
nal stands approved.

———

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE

The SPEAKER. Will the gentle-
woman from Florida (Ms. RoOsS-
LEHTINEN) come forward and lead the
House in the Pledge of Allegiance.

Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN led the Pledge
of Allegiance as follows:

I pledge allegiance to the Flag of the
United States of America, and to the Repub-
lic for which it stands, one nation under God,
indivisible, with liberty and justice for all.

————

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER

The SPEAKER. The Chair will enter-
tain up to 15 requests for 1-minute
speeches on each side of the aisle.

————
COMMEMORATING THE 60TH ANNI-

VERSARY OF CHRISTOPHER CO-
LUMBUS HIGH SCHOOL

(Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN asked and was
given permission to address the House

for 1 minute and to revise and extend
her remarks.)

Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN. Mr. Speaker, 1
am honored to commemorate the 60th
anniversary of one of our top edu-
cational institutions in south Florida:
Christopher Columbus High School.

Since its inception in 1958, Chris-
topher Columbus has graduated bright
and talented young men who have
made lasting contributions to our com-
munity and our country. Through supe-
rior academics, dedicated staff, and a
strong commitment to its students, it
is no surprise that Christopher Colum-
bus has been awarded numerous acco-
lades, such as ranking in the top 50
Catholic schools in the Nation.

As you might expect, an institution
with a reputation like this one is fortu-
nate to have some world-class alumni.
Christopher Columbus graduates in-
clude: Mayor Carlos Gimenez of Miami-
Dade County; members of the Florida
Supreme Court and State legislature;
and even Pedro Jose Greer, a recipient
of the Presidential Medal of Freedom.

Mr. Speaker, it is institutions like
Christopher Columbus High School
that define the pinnacle of education
for young men in our country, and I
congratulate the school for this fan-
tastic milestone. I thank Christopher
Columbus for all that it has done for
our beloved south Florida community,
and here is to the next 60 years.

Go Explorers.

ATTORNEY GENERAL SESSIONS
FIRING

(Mr. SCHNEIDER asked and was
given permission to address the House
for 1 minute and to revise and extend
his remarks.)

Mr. SCHNEIDER. Mr. Speaker, time
and time again, President Trump has
sought to undermine the independence
of the Justice Department and its in-
vestigation into the Russian election
interference led by Special Counsel

Robert Mueller. The President’s recent
decision to fire Attorney General Jeff
Sessions is just the most recent exam-
ple.

The President’s effort to put the
Mueller investigation under the super-
vision of an acting attorney general,
Matthew Whitaker, with his long and
vocal history of bias against this very
investigation, is simply unacceptable.

The Mueller team must be allowed to
finish its work without interference.
This is more than just knowing what
happened in 2016. It is imperative that
we learn from the past to protect our
Nation from future threats.

I urge the acting attorney general to
do the right thing: recuse himself and
return supervision of the investigation
to Deputy Attorney General Rod
Rosenstein.

I ask my colleagues in Congress to
exercise our responsibility in uphold-
ing the rule of law and pass legislation
that would protect the special counsel
from a politically motivated firing. I
await the findings of the special coun-
sel and will follow the facts wherever
they lead.

————
REMEMBERING OUR VETERANS

(Mr. WILSON of South Carolina
asked and was given permission to ad-
dress the House for 1 minute and to re-
vise and extend his remarks.)

Mr. WILSON of South Carolina. Mr.
Speaker, this weekend, the world rec-
ognized the 100th anniversary of the
end of World War I, which ended on the
11th hour of the 11th day of the 11th
month in 1918.

As a 3l-year veteran, son of a Flying
Tiger, and father of four sons who have
served in the military overseas, I have
a personal appreciation for service-
members and families. South Carolina
has a long history of patriotic military
service, including in World War I. Our
State is grateful that eight South
Carolinians received the Congressional
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Medal of Honor, which was bestowed
upon only 78 veterans for the Nation
during the war.

I appreciate representing Fort Jack-
son, which was created in 1917 as the
United States entered the Great War.
Each time I meet our soldiers, I am so
impressed by their professionalism of
the troops and their leadership.

Let us never forget the sacrifices to
preserve America while liberating oc-
cupied allies. Freedom is not free.

I thank VA representatives Lee
Becker and Brendon Gehrke for the
commemorative pin.

In conclusion, God bless our troops,
and we will never forget September the
11th in the global war on terrorism.

YEMEN RULE

(Ms. GABBARD asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute.)

Ms. GABBARD. Mr. Speaker, last
night, House Republicans on the Rules
Committee voted to undermine our de-
mocracy by blocking the American
people and Members of Congress from
having a debate and the ability to vote
on a bill that would end U.S. support
for Saudi Arabia’s genocidal war in
Yemen: a war that has created the
world’s worst humanitarian disaster in
generations, leaving 22 million people
in dire need of humanitarian aid, tens
of thousands of civilians killed, and
many more vulnerable to mass starva-
tion, famine, and cholera outbreaks.

Don’t be fooled. If Congress and this
administration truly were concerned
about the plight of the Yemeni people
and peace, all U.S. support for Saudi
Arabia’s atrocities would end now.

Instead, last night, on the Rules
Committee, Republicans voted to shut
down debate to prevent a vote that
would end U.S. support for Saudi Ara-
bia in Yemen.

Later today, Congress has the oppor-
tunity to do the right thing. We are
faced with a choice.

I urge my colleagues to vote no on
House Resolution 1142 so that Congress
can fulfill our constitutional role, de-
bate, and vote on this critical issue. It
is long overdue that we end U.S. com-
plicity in Saudi Arabia’s atrocities. We
must end all U.S. support for Saudi
Arabia’s genocidal war in Yemen now.

———

RECOGNIZING NATIONAL
ADOPTION MONTH

(Mr. THOMPSON of Pennsylvania
asked and was given permission to ad-
dress the House for 1 minute and to re-
vise and extend his remarks.)

Mr. THOMPSON of Pennsylvania.
Mr. Speaker, I rise today to recognize
November as National Adoption
Month.

During this month, we celebrate and
reflect on the life-changing act of adop-
tion. Many parents and families across
America open up their homes, and
their hearts, to children in search of a
stable support system; to children in
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search of a forever home. Unfortu-
nately, there are so many children in
the foster care system who are still
waiting to find a permanent home.

In 2017, more than 442,000 children
and teenage youth were in U.S. foster
care. More than 59,000 of these children
were adopted through the system, and
we must always strive to help more
children find a home.

All children deserve a permanent
family that can provide them with
love, support, and encouragement so
they can reach their full potential in
life.

Mr. Speaker, during National Adop-
tion Month, we recognize the uncondi-
tional love and support adoptive par-
ents provide to their children, and we
hope that all children will soon be wel-
comed into a loving family because
they deserve no less.

———

DEMOCRATS ARE COMMITTED TO
WORK FOR AMERICAN FAMILIES
ON DAY ONE

(Mr. KILDEE asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute.)

Mr. KILDEE. Mr. Speaker, earlier
this month, Michiganders went to the
polls and elected a new Democratic
majority.

Because of this, I have the privilege
of welcoming four new Michigan Demo-
cratic Members of Congress, folks who
are committed to passing meaningful
policies that will help everyday Ameri-
cans. This means reducing the cost of
healthcare. Prescription drug prices
are too high. No one should have to
choose between filling a prescription
and feeding their family.

These new Members are ready to
work to protect Social Security and
Medicare from cuts that Republicans
have been proposing. We are pleased
that we are going to be able to have
these new allies in this fight.

My own hometown of Flint knows
firsthand the price of failing to invest
in infrastructure. It is important that
this Democratic majority advance a
broad and meaningful infrastructure
bill to fix our broken roads and bridges,
and to repair our damaged water sys-
tems.

It is past time that we took on these
issues. I am anxious to welcome these
new Members of Congress who are com-
mitted to moving this bold agenda for-
ward.

———

TRIBUTE TO MAJOR BRENT
TAYLOR

(Mr. CURTIS asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute.)

Mr. CURTIS. Mr. Speaker, as we rec-
ognize Veterans Day this week, I would
like to pay tribute to the life and sac-
rifice of Major Brent Taylor.

Major Taylor and I had the great
privilege of serving together as mayors
of each of our hometowns in Utah.

Brent first enlisted after the ter-
rorist attacks on September 11 and
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quickly became a major in the Na-
tional Guard. He served in Afghanistan
and twice in Iraq before returning to
Afghanistan for what would become his
fourth and final tour.

On November 3, Major Taylor was
tragically killed in an insider attack
by one of those he was trying to help.

As our communities, State, and Na-
tion mourn this tragic loss, his dear
wife, Jennie, reminded us why so many
choose to serve this great country. In
her words:

The price of freedom surely feels incredibly
high to all those of us who know and love our
individual soldier. But the value of freedom
is immeasurable to all who know and love
America, and all that she represents.

Let us never forget those who have
given their lives, their families, and
their futures for our precious freedoms.

May God bless the Taylor family and
others who grieve, and may God bless
America.

———
HONORING VETERANS DAY

(Mr. MARSHALL asked and was
given permission to address the House
for 1 minute.)

Mr. MARSHALL. Mr. Speaker, every
time I go home, the people of Kansas
never cease to inspire me. This Vet-
erans Day, it was my hometown of
Great Bend and my home county of
Barton County who inspired me.

On Veterans Day, not only did we
commemorate the 100th anniversary of
the armistice ending World War I, but
we also dedicated a new veterans me-
morial and veterans cemetery. I was so
proud to be part of this dedication
ceremony and join the 300 Kansans who
braved snow and sleet in freezing cold
to honor our veterans.

Mr. Speaker, I am honored to be part
of such a community which holds vet-
erans in such high esteem.

————
RECESS

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
SIMPSON). Pursuant to clause 12(a) of
rule I, the Chair declares the House in
recess subject to the call of the Chair.

Accordingly (at 12 o’clock and 12
minutes p.m.), the House stood in re-
cess.

——
O 1546
AFTER RECESS

The recess having expired, the House
was called to order by the Speaker pro
tempore (Mr. YODER) at 3 o’clock and
46 minutes p.m.

——————

PROVIDING FOR CONSIDERATION
OF H.R. 6784, MANAGE OUR
WOLVES ACT, AND PROVIDING
FOR PROCEEDINGS DURING THE
PERIOD FROM NOVEMBER 19,
2018, THROUGH NOVEMBER 26, 2018
Mr. NEWHOUSE. Mr. Speaker, by di-

rection of the Committee on Rules, I

call up House Resolution 1142 and ask

for its immediate consideration.
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The Clerk read the resolution, as fol-
lows:

H. RES. 1142

Resolved, That upon adoption of this reso-
lution it shall be in order to consider in the
House the bill (H.R. 6784) to provide for re-
moval of the gray wolf in the contiguous 48
States from the List of Endangered and
Threatened Wildlife published under the En-
dangered Species Act of 1973. All points of
order against consideration of the bill are
waived. The bill shall be considered as read.
All points of order against provisions in the
bill are waived. The previous question shall
be considered as ordered on the bill and on
any amendment thereto to final passage
without intervening motion except: (1) one
hour of debate equally divided and controlled
by the chair and ranking minority member
of the Committee on Natural Resources; and
(2) one motion to recommit.

SEC. 2. On any legislative day during the
period from November 19, 2018, through No-
vember 26, 2018—

(a) the Journal of the proceedings of the
previous day shall be considered as approved;
and

(b) the Chair may at any time declare the
House adjourned to meet at a date and time,
within the limits of clause 4, section 5, arti-
cle I of the Constitution, to be announced by
the Chair in declaring the adjournment.

SEC. 3. The Speaker may appoint Members
to perform the duties of the Chair for the du-
ration of the period addressed by section 2 of
this resolution as though under clause 8(a) of
rule I.

SEC. 4. The provisions of section 7 of the
War Powers Resolution (50 U.S.C. 1546) shall
not apply to House Concurrent Resolution
138.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman from Washington is recognized
for 1 hour.

Mr. NEWHOUSE. Mr. Speaker, for
the purpose of debate only, I yield the
customary 30 minutes to the gen-
tleman from  Massachusetts (Mr.
MCGOVERN), pending which I yield my-
self such time as I may consume. Dur-
ing consideration of this resolution, all
time yielded is for the purpose of de-
bate only.

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. NEWHOUSE. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that all Members
have 5 legislative days to revise and ex-
tend their remarks.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Washington?

There was no objection.

Mr. NEWHOUSE. Mr. Speaker, on
Tuesday, the Rules Committee met and
reported a rule, House Resolution 1142,
providing for further consideration of
H.R. 6784, the Manage our Wolves Act.
The rule provides for consideration of
the legislation under a closed rule.

Mr. Speaker, I am proud to have
cointroduced the underlying legisla-
tion considered in this rule today, H.R.
6784, the Manage our Wolves Act, to re-
turn management of the gray wolf spe-
cies to the States. The States are best
equipped to provide more effective and
accountable management that re-
sponds to the needs of the ecosystem,
other species, as well as local commu-
nities.

On June 13, 2013, under the Obama ad-
ministration, the Department of the
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Interior and the U.S. Fish and Wildlife
Service published in the Federal Reg-
ister a proposed rule that would have
removed the gray wolf from the List of
Endangered and Threatened Wildlife.
This determination was made after
Fish and Wildlife evaluated the classi-
fication status of gray wolves cur-
rently listed in the contiguous United
States under the Endangered Species
Act of 1973 and found the ‘‘best avail-
able scientific and commercial infor-
mation indicates that the currently
listed entity is not a wvalid species
under the act.”

Mr. Speaker, the purpose of the En-
dangered Species Act is to recover spe-
cies to the point where they are no
longer considered endangered or
threatened. The gray wolf is currently
found in nearly 50 countries around the
world and has been placed in the classi-
fication of least concern for risk of ex-
tinction by the Species Survival Com-
mission of the International Union for
Conservation of Nature.

Some of my colleagues have asked,
well, if Fish and Wildlife has proposed
to delist the species, why haven’t they
done so0?

That is a completely fair and reason-
able question. Unfortunately, it is due
to the fringe environmentalist efforts
that any action from moving forward
under the law has been stalled. So long
as the courts are abused to prevent the
proper adjudication of the law, we will
not see progress made.

It is because of this exploitation of
the law that communities like those in
central Washington suffer the con-
sequences.

Mr. Speaker, in my home State, the
great State of Washington, the gray
wolf is not listed in just the eastern
third of the State, forcing the U.S.
Fish and Wildlife and the Washington
Department of Fish and Wildlife to rely
on an arbitrary political boundary
when delineating and managing a spe-
cies.

I am sorry to share with you, Mr.
Speaker, that as it turns out, surpris-
ingly, wolves don’t know boundaries or
borders.

The arbitrary nature of this current
status of the law is broken, and it is
impairing the ability of Fish and Wild-
life managers on the ground to prop-
erly manage the species, as well as the
ecosystem, including the harm it poses
on other indigenous species.

Mr. Speaker, this is why Congress, as
a coequal branch, must act. This legis-
lation directs the U.S. Department of
the Interior to follow through with the
proposed rule and delist the gray wolf
from the list of endangered species.

We have a responsibility to protect
the incredibly diverse species both in
Washington State and across this coun-
try. These efforts to protect our wild-
life species must be based on sound
science and an open, transparent proc-
ess. Unfortunately, that is far from the
case when it comes to the process dic-
tating endangered species policies, par-
ticularly in this case of the gray wolf.
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For years now, Washington’s Depart-
ment of Fish and Wildlife has asked the
Federal Government to delist the gray
wolf and provide relief from the bur-
densome, broken process dictating spe-
cies management. I have received let-
ters from the director of the Wash-
ington State Department of Fish and
Wildlife, one in 2015 and one earlier
this year. In them, the letters read:
“Dear Congressman NEWHOUSE, The
Washington Department of Fish and
Wildlife appreciates your continued as-
sistance to encourage the U.S. Fish and
Wildlife Service to complete the
delisting of the gray wolf and remove it
from Federal protection under the En-
dangered Species List.”

It continues: ‘“‘In 2008, the first wolf
pack was documented in Washington
State. Today, we have 22 known packs.
During this time, the State’s wolf pop-
ulation has increased by an average of
more than 30 percent per year. . . . As
demonstrated with the current rate of
recovery, the Department is well suited
to facilitate the recovery and manage-
ment of wolves across the State. . . .
Under the current Federal designation
and management, we cannot fully im-
plement our plan in the western two-
thirds of the State. To ensure ongoing
success in wolf recovery, the Federal
listing needs to keep pace with the on-
the-ground recovery status and allow
the State to fully implement its man-
agement plan. Therefore, I support
your efforts to advance the delisting of
wolves and return management to the
State.”

Mr. Speaker, I include in the RECORD
the two letters I referenced.

DEPARTMENT OF FISH AND WILDLIFE,
Olympia, WA, April 27, 2015.
Hon. DAN NEWHOUSE,
House of Representatives,
Washington, DC.

DEAR CONGRESSMAN NEWHOUSE: The Wash-
ington Department of Fish and Wildlife (De-
partment) would appreciate your assistance
to encourage the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Serv-
ice (USFWS) to complete the delisting of the
gray wolf (Canis lupus) and remove it from
federal protections under the Endangered
Species Act (ESA). As you may know, gray
wolves in the western two-thirds of Wash-
ington State remain federally classified as
“endangered’’ and are under federal manage-
ment.

The original delisting proposal was pub-
lished on June 13, 2013, and then on March 27,
2014, the USFWS closed the second round of
public comments. The Department sub-
mitted letters of support for delisting in De-
cember 2013 and March 2014. While we have
been working closely with the USFWS at the
state, regional and headquarter levels to en-
sure we are meeting our shared conservation
and recovery objectives, we are concerned
with the lack of progress on federal
delisting.

Washington has a strong Wolf Conserva-
tion and Management Plan that has received
broad support, and we are committed to
maintaining a viable wolf population in
Washington. The Department is well posi-
tioned to facilitate the recovery and man-
agement of wolves across the state.

Protection under Washington State Laws—
The Department has state-specific authority
(RCW 77.12.020 and 77.15.120) to designate and
protect species at risk of extinction and has
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classified wolves as endangered since 1980, an
action akin to federal protection granted
under ESA). Wolves will remain protected
until their population reaches the levels es-
tablished in the state recovery plan.

The Department is equipped for wolf con-
servation and management—In 2013, the
Washington State Legislature acted to pro-
vide $1.6 million per biennium for wolf man-
agement from a permanent increase in the
cost of personalized license plates. Since
then, the Department has hired two perma-
nent wolf biologists and has deployed 11 con-
flict specialists across the state to address
wildlife conflict issues.

Wolves are recovering in Washington
State—In 2008, the first wolf pack was docu-
mented in Washington State. Today we have
16 known packs. During this time our wolf
population has increased by an average of
more than 30 percent per year. At current
rates, we expect to meet our recovery objects
within six years. We want to have consistent
management of wolves across the state of
Washington. For us, successful wolf recovery
means that we have a sustainable wolf popu-
lation distributed throughout the state, the
public accepts the presence of wolves on the
landscape, and Washington citizens are con-
fident in the Department’s wolf manage-
ment.

The Washington wolf management plan es-
tablishes strong expectations that livestock
operators will use preventive strategies to
avoid wolf-livestock conflict. But sometimes
we may need to remove wolves that become
habituated to livestock as a food source.
Under the current federal designation and
management, we cannot implement our plan
in the western two-thirds of the state. There-
fore, I ask you for any help you can provide
to advance the federal proposal to delist
wolves.

Thank you for considering this request.
The Department is available to assist you
with any information you may need.

Sincerely,
JAMES UNSWORTH, Ph.D.,
Director.
DEPARTMENT OF FISH AND WILDLIFE,
Olympia, WA, May 15, 2018.
Hon. DAN NEWHOUSE,
House of Representatives,
Washington, DC.

DEAR CONGRESSMAN NEWHOUSE: The Wash-
ington Department of Fish and Wildlife (De-
partment) appreciates your continued assist-
ance to encourage the U.S. Fish and Wildlife
Service (USFWS) to complete the delisting
of the gray wolf (Canis lupus) and remove it
from federal protection under the Endan-
gered Species Act (ESA). As you may know,
gray wolves in the western two-thirds of
Washington State are currently classified as
“endangered’’ and are under federal manage-
ment.

The USFWS published the original
delisting proposal on June 13, 2013, and then
on March 27, 2014, the USFWS closed the sec-
ond round of public comments. The Depart-
ment submitted letters of support for
delisting in December 2013 and March 2014.
To date, the USFWS has not released a deci-
sion notice on the federal status of gray
wolves and we remain concerned with the
lack of progress towards federal delisting.

Washington has a strong Wolf Conserva-
tion and Management Plan that has received
broad support, and we are committed to
maintaining a viable wolf population in
Washington. As demonstrated with the cur-
rent rate of recovery, the Department is well
suited to facilitate the recovery and manage-
ment of wolves across the state.

Protection under Washington State Laws—
The Department has state-specific authority
(RCW 77.12.020 and 77.15.120) to designate and
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protect species at risk of extinction and has
classified wolves as endangered since 1980, an
action akin to federal protection granted
under ESA. Wolves will remain protected
until their population reaches the levels es-
tablished in the state recovery plan.

The Department is equipped for wolf con-
servation and management—Since 2013, the
Washington State Legislature has provided
approximately $1.5 million per biennium for
wolf management from a permanent increase
in the cost of personalized license plates. The
Department uses that funding, in addition
with other sources, to support 23 positions
deployed across the state that address wolf
conflict as well as other wildlife conflict
issues.

Wolves are recovering in Washington
State—In 2008, the first wolf pack was docu-
mented in Washington State. Today we have
22 known packs. During this time, the state’s
wolf population has increased by an average
of more than 30 percent per year. We want to
have consistent management of wolves
across the state of Washington. For us, suc-
cessful wolf recovery means that we have a
sustainable wolf population distributed
throughout the state, the public accepts the
presence of wolves on the landscape, and
Washington citizens are confident in the De-
partment’s wolf management.

The Washington wolf management plan es-
tablishes strong expectations that livestock
operators will use preventive strategies to
avoid wolf-livestock conflict. But sometimes
we may need to remove wolves that become
habituated to livestock as a food source.
Under the current federal designation and
management, we cannot fully implement our
plan in the western two-thirds of the state
and the only means available for the USFWS
to address wolf-livestock conflicts in the ge-
ographic area under the federal endangered
designation is for the USFWS to attempt to
relocate livestock-killing wolves.

To ensure ongoing success in wolf recov-
ery, the federal listing needs to keep pace
with the on-the ground recovery status and
allow the state to fully implement its man-
agement plan. Therefore, I support your ef-
forts to advance the delisting of wolves and
return management to the state.

Thank you for considering this request.
The Department is available to assist you
with any information you may need.

Sincerely,
JOE STOHR,
Director.

Mr. NEWHOUSE. So, Mr. Speaker, to
close, I would just like to say that, as
a farmer and a lifelong resident of cen-
tral Washington State, I consider my-
self a conservationist and a steward of
our rich natural heritage, and that in-
cludes our incredible wildlife.

State governments are fully qualified
to responsibly manage gray wolf popu-
lations and are better able to meet the
needs of local communities, ranchers,
livestock, wildlife populations, and
ecosystems.

Mr. Speaker, I encourage my col-
leagues to support the rule and the un-
derlying legislation.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may consume,
and I thank the gentleman from Wash-
ington (Mr. NEWHOUSE) for yielding me
the customary 30 minutes.

(Mr. MCGOVERN asked and was
given permission to revise and extend
his remarks.)
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Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, we are
here today considering our first rule
following a long district work period.
During that time, we had a big na-
tional debate about the direction of our
country. According to exit polling, the
top issue for voters was healthcare and,
in particular, protecting coverage from
preexisting conditions.

But that is not what the bill before
us addresses. Nor does it involve immi-
gration, another top issue for voters, or
strengthening the economy or com-
bating gun violence. All of these are
what our constituents just said was im-
portant to them.

But instead of doing anything on any
of that, we are here today considering
a bill to undermine endangered species
protections. Are you kidding me?

And get this: Also, last night in the
Rules Committee, the majority placed
a provision in the rule that would re-
move the privileged status of Rep-
resentative KHANNA’s War Powers Res-
olution, H. Con. Res. 138. This resolu-
tion states that Congress never author-
ized the United States’ support of
Saudi-led forces in Yemen and would
direct the President of the United
States to end his support.

This measure is a privileged resolu-
tion under the terms of the War Powers
Resolution, which provides that resolu-
tions concerning the involvement of
the U.S. military in armed conflict
have a direct path to the floor to be de-
bated and to be voted on.

The rules provide this privileged sta-
tus because such questions are among
the most important that the people’s
House can debate. Such privileged reso-
lutions or a negotiated substitute have
come before the House under Repub-
lican and Democratic majorities.

Yet, with this rule before us today,
Republicans have taken the unprece-
dented step of striking this privilege,
preventing us from doing our constitu-
tional duty and foreclosing the only
available mechanism to compel an up
or down vote in Congress regarding our
military involvement in the Yemen
war.

As of this morning, this bill, intro-
duced by Congressman KHANNA, has
over 80 bipartisan cosponsors, includ-
ing Democratic Whip HOYER and Rank-
ing Members SMITH, LOWEY, ENGEL,
and myself.

The U.S.-Saudi military campaign in
Yemen has triggered the world’s worst
humanitarian crisis, prompting the
late Saudi dissident Jamal Khashoggi
to call for an end to the war. Published
just weeks  before his murder,
Khashoggi’s Washington Post column
was headlined, ‘“‘Saudi Arabia’s crown
prince must restore dignity to his
country by ending Yemen’s cruel war.”’

It is unconscionable for Republican
leadership to take this unprecedented
action to strip Members of their right
to bring such measures to the floor for
debate.

Mr. Speaker, what is the majority
afraid of? We should be debating this.
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Instead, the Republican majority con-
tinues to turn a deaf ear to this and
many other issues.

We are 11 days away from our govern-
ment running out of funding. Five ap-
propriations bills have been signed into
law so far. They have funded 75 percent
of the government, but there is more
work that we need to do.

We should be continuing that mo-
mentum and getting the job done,
keeping the lights on, not wasting time
considering a bill to attack an endan-
gered species.

Or how about reauthorizing the Na-
tional Flood Insurance Program that
expires at the end of this month or put-
ting a comprehensive reauthorization
of the Violence Against Women Act on
the House floor that is set to expire De-
cember 7, not to mention the need to
reauthorize the farm bill that expired
back on October 1.
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Our country’s farmers are depending
upon this Congress to put into place a
new bill that provides them with cer-
tainty, especially in light of the trade
war that President Trump has started;
yvet the majority has, instead,
prioritized a bill that completely ig-
nores all the important issues that we
face in this country.

The American people have clearly
had enough. They demanded a new di-
rection and a new Congress that actu-
ally addresses what they care most
about, and they demanded an end to
this closed process. This rule marks
the 102nd closed rule of this Congress.
Now, let me repeat that: the 102nd
closed rule. Mr. Speaker, that is a stag-
gering number.

Now, I am not suggesting that every
rule needs to be an open one or that
there is never a time for a closed rule,
but there is never a time for more than
100 closed rules. There is no justifica-
tion for that at all.

Since the election, I heard my friends
on the other side of the aisle express a
hope that the next Congress is a more
accommodating one. That is ironic
since the Republicans have voted in
lockstep for one closed rule after an-
other, after another, after another.

But to them, I ask: Why wait? A
Democratic majority will certainly be
better than the current one. But Re-
publicans don’t have to wait until Jan-
uary. They could demand a more open
process here today by voting against
this closed rule.

This is your chance to prove that
your newfound calls for openness are
above more than politics. Vote against
this record-breaking closed rule.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. NEWHOUSE. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, just a couple of points
in response to my good friend from the
State of Massachusetts. Certainly,
there are a lot of important issues in
front of us and things that we should
and will be addressing. But I have to
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say, as a representative of central
Washington who represents commu-
nities that deal with wolf populations
on a daily basis, I don’t think it is fair
or proper, even, for my good friend to
minimize or diminish the importance
of the issue that we have in front of us
today. So with all due respect, the im-
portance of managing wolves in our
country deserves just as much atten-
tion as many of the other issues that
my good friend from Massachusetts ref-
erenced.

Also, as relates to the Khanna resolu-
tion, just as you said, in just a few
short weeks, your party will assume
the majority. You will have the oppor-
tunity to hold the hearings and the
markups and to take the votes of the
all-important regular order that you
continually talk about. I am looking
forward to that. But forcing this type
of vote on Members in the remainder of
this Congress, in my view, is unneces-
sary at this time.

Mr. Speaker, I yield 4 minutes to the
gentleman from Oregon (Mr. WALDEN),
my good friend, the chairman of the
Energy and Commerce Committee.

Mr. WALDEN. Mr. Speaker, I thank
my colleague from Washington State
for bringing this rule to the floor and
addressing this issue. It is literally one
of great importance in my district and
in the West.

Mr. Speaker, I rise in strong support
of the underlying bill, the Manage our
Wolves Act, because we need to clarify
the management of wolves in Oregon
and put us on a path to follow the lo-
cally State-written Oregon wolf plan.

For years, Mr. Speaker, ranchers
across my district have watched as
wolf packs have grown. They harass
cattle herds and they kill livestock and
they are brutal.

When you lose a heifer, you don’t
just lose one cow. You have lost 10
yvears’ worth of calves that will never
be born and that will never be able to
be sold. Those that aren’t killed are
harassed, often 1losing weight and
value. They are chased all over by the
wolf packs.

The cattle and sheep these ranchers
raise are their livelihoods. Every day—
sun, rain, or snow—they raise and care
for these animals.

When a first-time mom is struggling
to feed a new calf, the rancher nurtures
them, sometimes even literally bring-
ing them into their own home next to
the wood stove to warm them up and
keep the calf alive in the winter. That
care makes it all the harder to come
upon a calf that has been torn apart by
wolves.

If you are of young age, or whatever,
I would just give you a fair warning
that this is a graphic picture of what
happens when a wolf gets ahold of a
calf.

A rancher wrote me earlier this year
that three of her calves were attacked,
and she described them as ‘‘wild-eyed
with terror after being mutilated by
wolves . . .”—just like this one you see
here from a calf that was Killed by
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wolves in Wallowa County,
apart.

This rancher went on to write, ‘‘the
rush of emotions one feels when you
see an animal you have nurtured cry-
ing for help, panic in their eyes,
searching for escape,” she said no one
wants to see that and described it as
watching your worst horror movie in
slow motion.

Now, the ranchers have done a lot in
this effort. They have watched as at-
tacks continue, though, despite their
efforts to implement largely ineffec-
tive, nonlethal control techniques they
were asked to do. Meanwhile, the issue
at the heart of this matter is that
there are arbitrary lines on a map that
created a jurisdictional mess in my
State of Oregon where wolves in east-
ern Oregon are managed by the State,
and right across this highway they are
managed by the Federal Government.

Today’s legislation that we will con-
sider fixes that by ensuring that all
wolves in Oregon are removed from the
Federal endangered species list. This
would then return the management to
the State and allow wolves, like other
wildlife, to be managed under collabo-
ratively developed Oregon law.

There are still challenges with State
management; there is no doubt about
that. We have seen times when the Or-
egon Fish and Wildlife Service has been
slow to take action and implement the
hard-fought agreements in the wolf
plan to help prevent predation and con-
trol the wolf packs.

The State needs to step up and up-
hold these agreements, but those are
issues we can work out as Oregonians.
The last thing we need, however, is the
Federal Government trying to micro-
manage wolves from thousands of miles
away.

This legislation that, hopefully, we
are able to bring up because of this rule
will get the Federal Government out of
the way, will simplify the jurisdiction,
and will place all wolves in Oregon
under the State management plan.

Mr. Speaker, I strongly urge my col-
leagues to join me in supporting the
rule and the underlying legislation.

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from
Washington State, my good friend, Mr.
NEWHOUSE, seemed to imply that it
would be an inconvenience for us to
have the House consider a measure on
Yemen, and I am a little bit puzzled by
that. The reason why Representative
KHANNA took the step is because, for
months, while this terrible carnage has
unfolded in Yemen, this House has
done nothing.

We just learned that the Saudi Gov-
ernment was directly involved in the
killing of a Washington Post journalist
and, again, nothing—nothing at all.
The Republicans took the unprece-
dented step of basically derailing this
privileged resolution. It is unprece-
dented.

Over 100,000 Yemeni children have al-
ready perished because of war-triggered

ripped
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hunger and disease over the past 2
years. Why is the Republican leader-
ship stripping us of the right to debate?

According to the U.N., 14 million peo-
ple in Yemen—half the population—
face an imminent and catastrophic
famine not seen in 100 years if this war
is not ended.

Why is the Republican leadership
stripping our right to debate? I don’t
understand what they are afraid of. It
is not like they have a lot to do. We are
going to be talking about gray wolves
today, and we are not voting on this
until Friday. They have nothing going
on. Certainly, we should have time to
debate this important humanitarian

issue.

Mr. Speaker, I yield 2 minutes to the
gentleman from Wisconsin (Mr.
POCAN).

Mr. POCAN. Mr. Speaker, I thank
Ranking Member MCGOVERN and Rep-
resentative KHANNA for all they have
done to help lead the efforts to end the
United States’ unauthorized war in
Yemen.

Congress’ sole responsibility over of-
fensive use of force is outlined in Arti-
cle I, Section 8 of the Constitution:
‘““Congress shall have power to . . . de-
clare war.” James Madison argued that
this power ‘‘is fully and exclusively
vested in the legislature.” Yet, today,
House Republicans are attempting to
avoid their responsibilities by sneaking
unrelated language into this rule which
will prohibit consideration of a War
Powers Resolution pertaining to the
U.S.-Saudi war in Yemen.

To be clear, they took a bill about re-
moving gray wolves from the endan-
gered species list in North America and
included a provision prohibiting even
just the discussion of war in Yemen.

Now, there are rare Arabian wolves
native to Yemen—about 1,000 to 2,000—
roaming in the Middle East. Canis
lupus arabs is a subspecies of gray wolf.
But this is a wolf in sheep’s clothing.
This is the deprivileging of H. Con. Res.
138, which is just another abdication of
our responsibilities as Members of Con-
gress.

We are literally elected to make deci-
sions about war and peace, and we are
failing to do the most basic function of
our job: to uphold the Constitution. We
should at least have the courage to
make the decisions about war and
about conflicts in which we are entan-
gling our constituents who serve in the
military.

Today, as Mr. MCGOVERN said, Yemen
is the worst humanitarian crisis on the
planet, with the U.N. saying that 14
million people—half the population of
Yemen—are either experiencing full-
blown famine at the risk of death by
starvation as soon as the end of the
year.

Since 2015, U.S. forces have been
backing the Saudi war by assisting in
targeting, logistical support, and re-
fueling deadly Saudi airstrikes in a war
that has nothing to do with fighting al-
Qaida.

The SPEAKER pro tempore.
time of the gentleman has expired.

The
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Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, I yield
an additional 1 minute to the gen-
tleman from Wisconsin.

Mr. POCAN. Mr. Speaker, by re-
asserting Congress’ authority over war,
we can end active U.S. participation in
a Saudi-led conflict in which the
Saudis are imposing a blockade to lit-
erally starve millions of Yemenis to
death. If the U.S. ends its involvement,
Saudi leader Mohammed bin Salman
will be forced to the negotiating table
to end his brutal bombing campaign
and blockade on food.

Even the Senate isn’t afraid to take
this up. In March, under Leader MITCH
MCcCONNELL, the Senate debated and
voted on the unconstitutional war in
Yemen: 44 Senators voted for the meas-
ure. A bipartisan group led that.

Unfortunately, rather than upholding
our founding values, the leadership in
this House has chosen to quietly insert
a measure to block the House from de-
bating the war.

Mr. Speaker, I urge my colleagues to
reject this cynical tactic. Whether you
agree or not about ending the illegal
U.S.-Saudi war, vote against this rule
50 you can allow us to do our jobs and
vote to do what we swore to uphold:
our sole authority to debate and vote
on war.

Mr. NEWHOUSE. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, nobody is afraid to de-
bate anything here on the House floor.
The fact is, though, that the U.S. is no
longer providing the very support that
the Khanna resolution seeks to cut off,
making this action unnecessary.

It is based on a factually faulty
premise: We are not involved in hos-
tilities in Yemen, so the War Powers
Act should not apply. As a result, even
if this resolution passed both Cham-
bers, DOD would not need to alter any
of its activities.

Like I said, again, in a few short
weeks, the Democrats will assume the
majority. They will be able to hold all
the hearings and markups and votes
that they want on this matter, as it
should be. Forcing this type of vote
now, in the remainder of this Congress,
in my humble opinion, is simply unnec-
essary.

Mr. Speaker, I yield 3 minutes to the
gentleman from Montana (Mr.
GIANFORTE), my good friend.

Mr. GIANFORTE. Mr. Speaker, I
thank the gentleman for the time.

Mr. Speaker, like many Montanans, I
have a deep respect for our environ-
ment. I support protecting our rich and
diverse wildlife and believe we can sup-
port multiple uses of land while con-
serving species. Unfortunately, we have
seen environmental groups use misin-
formation and litigation to keep spe-
cies listed that have already recovered.

In 2013, the Obama administration’s
Fish and Wildlife Service evaluated the
gray wolf populations across the
United States. It found that the species
no longer warranted protection under
the Endangered Species Act.

Rather than celebrating the recov-
ery, serial litigants and extremists
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filed lawsuits to stop the process. Mon-
tana has been fortunate. Through Fed-
eral legislation, the wolf has been
delisted in Montana since 2011. Even
without ESA protection, the species
has continued to recover to a point
nearing overpopulation.

While the focus of this legislation is
wolves, a similar issue is playing out in
Montana over the grizzly bear in the
greater Yellowstone ecosystem. Just
last year, the grizzly bear was delisted
there. I celebrate the recovery of the
species, but it had recovered more than
a decade ago, according to scientists
who have spent their lives studying the
grizzly.
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Using sound science and reliable
data, they found the ecosystem reached
maximum carrying capacity of the
grizzly bear 16 years ago, but serial
litigants have repeatedly thwarted the
delisting efforts of the U.S. Fish and
Wildlife Service.

The unnecessary delay in delisting
species has created unnecessary stress
on the bears and impacted our commu-
nities. The overpopulation of the griz-
zly pushes them into our communities
and increases the opportunities for at-
tacks.

We must address the flaws in the En-
dangered Species Act to ensure species
are delisted when they have recovered,
and to prevent the law from being used
as a bludgeoning tool for special inter-
est groups to block critical projects.

Mr. Speaker, I support H.R. 6784 and
the rule that we are considering, the
Manage Our Wolves Act, and I urge
passage of the bill.

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, when my Republican
friends want to dedicate the next 3
days to talking about gray wolves, peo-
ple are being murdered every single
hour in Yemen. The Saudi-led effort
even bombed a school bus filled with
innocent children. So it seems to me
that there could be no more important
time for debate in the House on ending
U.S. military support for this war.

I just don’t know what the Repub-
lican majority is afraid of. Privileged
resolutions—I want my colleagues to
understand this—by Members of this
House, have always been allowed to be
debated on this House floor, under Re-
publican and Democrat majorities
alike until now; until today. I don’t
know what the Republican majority is
afraid of.

Mr. Speaker, I yield 2 minutes to the
gentleman from Texas (Mr. DOGGETT).

Mr. DOGGETT. Mr. Speaker, in this
rule, the wolves bare their fangs—not
American wolves, but Saudis, who are
willing to sever heads, dismember op-
ponents, and bomb the innocent.

This rule is truly a wolf in wolf’s
clothing. By blocking a vote on wheth-
er America should continue to aid and
abet Saudi atrocities, this Congress
would remain an obedient lapdog to
President Trump’s impulses, and not
the watchdog for American values.
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The Saudi ruthless war in Yemen has
created what so many have described
as the largest humanitarian disaster on
our planet today, and yet it continues.
American support for Saudi atrocities
is truly a stain on our Nation with
which so many of our country members
are not familiar.

But without American spare parts,
American targeting, American weapons
and bombs, and until recently, Amer-
ican refueling, this killing could not
occur. My colleague mentioned the
school bus. Forty children were mur-
dered in August, and sprawled across
the bomb that was next to their bus
were words that meant: ‘“Made in
America.”” That is the message that we
are sending there. That is where Amer-
ican tax dollars are going.

The Trump administration last week
belatedly said it would stop refueling.
That is insufficient. If we are to stop
Saudi killing, we must stop all of the
assistance that they are receiving.

Now, of course, there has been atten-
tion on Saudi murders of late in a dif-
ferent area: about one person, about
the dismemberment of a legal Amer-
ican resident who was a leading jour-
nalist in this city.

The SPEAKER pro tempore.
time of the gentleman has expired.

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, I yield
an additional 1 minute to the gen-
tleman from Texas.

Mr. DOGGETT. Mr. Speaker, after
taking the standing Trump approach of
denying everything—saying he accept-
ed the lies and the denials of the
Saudis—Mr. Trump dodged again by
saying, “I am going to leave . . . it up
to Congress.”” And so what is this Con-
gress doing about the Khashoggi atroc-
ity? Absolutely nothing. That is what
should have been in this rule, doing
something about the sanctions and the
disclosure.

Forty of us asked this past month for
the administration to brief us on what
they knew before Mr. Khashoggi was
murdered, and whether they warned
him about that, and we have had a
deafening silence in response to our re-
quest on that, and on cutting off assist-
ance to Yemen.

Even an audio of the gruesome mur-
der of Mr. Khashoggi—we don’t know
whether it included the sound of the
bone saw that the Saudis apparently
used to dismember him—but even a
murder will not cause some in this
leadership to stand up to President
Trump and this atrocious regime.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
time of the gentleman has again ex-
pired.

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, I yield
an additional 30 seconds to the gen-
tleman from Texas.

Mr. DOGGETT. Mr. Speaker, I look
forward to a Congress with the courage
to end support for these crimes, to
cease American sales to the Saudis,
and to do something to hold Mr.
Khashoggi’s killers accountable.

But to say, wait until a much-im-
proved new Congress comes into ses-
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sion to do anything about it means
that tonight and every day going for-
ward to January 3, more children will
be starved; will be victims of cholera;
and will be victims of bombings and
blockades. When this Congress has the
power to do something about it now,
we ought to act today by rejecting this
rule.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Mem-
bers are reminded to refrain from en-
gaging in personalities toward the
President.

Mr. NEWHOUSE. Mr. Speaker, I yield
2 minutes to the gentleman from Ari-
zona (Mr. GOSAR), chairman of the Con-
gressional Western Caucus, the organi-
zation that stands for finding solutions
to the challenges that we face, not only
in the Western United States, but all
over the country to help steer debate
back to the issue on the agenda that
we are considering today.

Mr. GOSAR. Mr. Speaker, I rise to
urge support of H.R. 6784. Our Federal
wolf policy has gone rabid. From a pol-
icy standpoint, we are foaming at the
mouth. As chairman of the Congres-
sional Western Caucus, I have been try-
ing for years now to return some sanity
to the way the Fish and Wildlife Serv-
ice classifies and manages our wolf
populations on Federal lands and oth-
erwise.

Make no mistake, everyone who
votes for Mr. DUFFY’s bill are big sup-
porters of making sure wolf popu-
lations are robust, sustainable, and
healthy for the next century and more.
This bill is about fixing a Federal fail-
ure. Wolf populations across the coun-
try have made impressive gains and re-
covered quite nicely despite Federal in-
volvement rather than because of it.

I have seen this firsthand, whether it
comes to specific habitat listing deci-
sions, or the rate at which the govern-
ment adapts and responds to new situa-
tions on the ground. The Federal Gov-
ernment has been sluggish and out of
touch when it comes to managing and
recovering wolf populations. But the
wolf has, nevertheless, persevered. It is
now considered recovered by all rel-
evant measures and metrics evaluating
its status.

As a consequence, this bill makes
necessary adjustments. It removes the
species from the endangered list, as re-
quired by the statute for any recovered
species, but empowers States to man-
age their unique habitats and popu-
lations in accordance with their store-
house of expertise and local knowledge.

State management plans developed
for wolf populations are the antidote to
repeat Federal blunders, both for this
species and quite a few others. But for
now, we are talking about the wolf and
the fact that this bill will put States at
ease.

We need to stop jerking their chain
and hand them the reins. If we do, the
wolf will have the best chance of con-
tinuing to make steady gains range-
wide.

Mr. Speaker, I urge adoption of H.R.
6784.
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Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, I yield
2 minutes to the gentleman from Con-
necticut (Mr. COURTNEY).

Mr. COURTNEY. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today in strong opposition to this rule
which will pave the way for a vote on
a bill that will summarily delist the
gray wolf from protections under the
Endangered Species Act by congres-
sional fiat, in direct contradiction to
our Nation’s animal protection policies
that have done so much to preserve the
diversity of animal existence over the
last 45 years.

In addition, in keeping with the sad
track record of this Republican-con-
trolled Congress, this is yet another
closed rule, number 102 over the last 2
years, to be exact, that will prohibit
consideration of any amendments.

Most egregious of all, however, this
rule includes a totally non-germane
provision that will deny debate of a
separate resolution that will end U.S.
participation in the Saudi-led coali-
tion’s intervention in Yemen’s civil
war.

This separate resolution, the Khanna
resolution, which I am an original co-
sponsor of, will be effectively blocked
from congressional consideration and
debate by passage of this rule, despite
the humanitarian crisis and indiscrimi-
nate coalition air strikes, which Amer-
ican forces have enabled with refuel-
ing, and with logistical and technical
support over the last 3 years.

This bipartisan resolution deserves
debate and as a coequal branch of gov-
ernment, Congress should not be shirk-
ing its duty once again by allowing
U.S. military force to be used at the
whim of the executive branch.

Sadly, this rule is another example of
the complete abdication by the 115th
Congress of its duty to act as a check
on a coequal branch of government.
This rule is another surrender by a
weak-kneed majority on its way out
the door to the executive branch.

To quote ‘“The Hollow Men” by T.S.
Eliot, this Republican 115th Congress is
ending ‘. .. not with a bang but a
whimper.”

Mr. NEWHOUSE. Mr. Speaker, it is
my privilege to yield 3 minutes to the
gentleman from California (Mr.
LAMALFA), a member of the House Nat-
ural Resources Committee.

Mr. LAMALFA. Mr. Speaker, I thank
my colleague, Mr. NEWHOUSE, for his
leadership on this bill.

Mr. Speaker, I rise today in support
of this bill that includes consideration
of the Manage Our Wolves Act intro-
duced by my colleague, the gentleman
from Wisconsin (Mr. DUFFY).

The legislation would remove gray
wolves from the Federal endangered
species list and allow States like Cali-
fornia to more effectively manage local
populations. As the number of gray
wolves continues to explode in popu-
lation to nearly 6,000 in the lower 48
States, yet, the species continues to be
classified as endangered for nearly 40
years now.

It really makes no sense because the
numbers, they speak for themselves.
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Even in my district in northern Cali-
fornia, gray wolves have reemerged in
2015 after having been listed as extinct
since 1924. Not surprisingly, the re-
emergence of the gray wolf has caused
a number of problems for ranchers,
their livestock, as well as citizens in
their homes with their pets, and a deci-
mation of the wildlife population.

Cattlemen, farmers, and local com-
munities have continued to advocate
for protections against wolves, to no
avail. There had been efforts in recent
years to delay or outright ban all
nighttime hunting and trapping in
California of other predators like
coyotes, et cetera. Adoption of such a
ban would have disastrous, unintended
consequences for rural communities
across my district and, indeed, across
the West.

Any attempt to curtail or outright
ban people in local communities from
protecting themselves or their own pri-
vate property from these predators,
should be opposed. That is why I wrote
a letter to the Fish and Wildlife direc-
tor earlier this year urging the Service
to delist the gray wolf range-wide
based on overwhelming evidence sup-
porting delisting, based on the Fish
and Wildlife Service’s own b5-year rec-
ommendation for delisting.

Management of gray wolf populations
will continue to be extremely limited
unless the species is removed from the
Endangered Species Act. The fact re-
mains, States are better equipped to
responsibly manage the local wolf pop-
ulations to meet the needs of local
communities, ranchers, and livestock
populations, as well as decimated wild-
life populations.

We have seen gray wolf management
successes in States like Montana, Wyo-
ming, Michigan, and Wisconsin. It is
past time that we are able to add
States like California and others to
this list as well. We need swift passage
of this bill, because the endangerment
and the damage being done to local
ranchers with their livestock; the
endangerment to communities, people
in their homes out for a walk, is unnec-
essary and it is not right.

We need these tools for local control
so we don’t have to unnecessarily en-
danger and harass rural Americans
with regulations that are poorly
thought out and, indeed, ignoring the
Fish and Wildlife Service’s own rec-
ommendation to delist this species.

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

Let me begin by reminding my col-
leagues what the Republicans are pro-
posing here, it is that the next 3 days
be dedicated to the gray wolf. We are
not debating healthcare, we are not de-
bating the economy, or jobs, or keeping
the government running, but it is to
this.

They bring it to us under a rule that
is completely closed, so there are no
amendments to be made in order, and
the rule is even worse because it basi-
cally undercuts the privilege resolution
introduced by Mr. KHANNA so we could
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debate this horrific war going on in
Yemen.

[ 1630

It takes my breath away at the
lengths that this majority goes
through to basically deny Members of
Congress the right to be able to talk
about important issues.

Mr. Speaker, I yield 3 minutes to the
gentleman from California (Mr.
KHANNA), who is the author of the priv-
ileged resolution on Yemen.

Mr. KHANNA. Mr. Speaker, I thank
Congressman MCGOVERN for his moral
leadership.

Mr. Speaker, I rise in strong opposi-
tion to this rule that will deny Mem-
bers of Congress an up-or-down vote
about whether the United States
should be complicit in the war in
Yemen.

Let’s be very clear. This is unprece-
dented in American history. Never has
the Speaker of the House and the ma-
jority denied a Member of Congress a
vote on matters of war and peace. This
is basically rendering ineffectual the
War Powers Act.

The War Powers Act was passed in a
bipartisan fashion after Vietnam be-
cause our Nation said never again are
we going to make the mistake of Viet-
nam. We are going to make sure that,
if a Member of Congress calls for a
vote, Members of Congress have the Ar-
ticle I, Section 8 responsibility to vote
on matters of war and peace. What the
majority is saying is that if the Presi-
dent of the United States and the
Speaker believe we should be in war,
then we should be in war, and it doesn’t
matter what Members of Congress
think.

That is what they are doing with this
rule.

Now, they are arguing that we are
not complicit in the hostilities of
Yemen to invoke the War Powers Act.
But you can read every article written
on this in the international press or
the national press, and it starts with a
simple line: the U.S.-backed Saudi coa-
lition efforts in bombing.

Of course we are complicit. Do you
think people in Yemen don’t think we
are complicit? Do you think people in
the Middle East or our allies don’t
think we are complicit?

With due vrespect, Congressman
NEWHOUSE says: Well, why not wait?
Why not wait a few weeks until we are
in the majority?

Mr. Speaker, special envoy Griffith
in every report has said that 500,000
children will die in a matter of months.
They don’t have aid. They don’t have
nutrition.

Let’s be very clear on what we are
doing. While we are bombing the ports
of Hodaida, we are not allowing food
and aid to get to those kids.

When history is written, they are not
going to say that JIM MCGOVERN did
this or RO KHANNA did this or
NEWHOUSE did this. They are going to
say: How did the Congress not allow a
vote while hundreds of thousands of
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kids were not allowed food and medi-
cine?

That is not the America that I be-
lieve in. It is not the America that so
many Republican colleagues believe in.
There is a reason that our Founders
gave Congress the power over war and
peace, because we have to go and an-
swer to our constituents.

I will tell you something. There is
not a single American who wouldn’t
want the violence to end and allow food
and medicine to get to those kids who
are going to face death if we do noth-
ing.

I plead with my Republican col-
leagues: Please vote ‘“‘no’’ on this reso-
lution. Let’s have a debate. Let’s have
a debate about the starvation and the
killing going on there and do the right
thing for our Constitution and the
world.

Mr. NEWHOUSE. Mr. Speaker, I re-
serve the balance of my time.

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, I yield
3 minutes to the gentleman from
Vermont (Mr. WELCH).

Mr. WELCH. Mr. Speaker, I thank
the gentleman for yielding.

We know what is going on in Yemen,
so none of us can escape the responsi-
bility we have to either endorse or ig-
nore the suffering that is occurring
there. Thousands of victims in
Yemen—hundreds of thousands—are
dying of starvation.

It is happening, in some cases, quick-
ly. People living in their homes under
a bomb die instantly. In other cases,
the suffering is prolonged—badly in-
jured and no medical help to ease the
suffering, let alone save the life. But in
the case of most, it is prolonged
through starvation.

Children do not have access to their
mother’s milk, do not have access to
the aid that is in the port but is get-
ting bombed and can’t be delivered.
That is happening every single day.

The U.N. report said that, of the 28
million people in Yemen, about 20 mil-
lion are in danger of humanitarian dis-
aster. That is happening. There is no
dispute that it is happening.

Here is the question: Right now, that
is being done with the authority of the
executive branch of the United States
Government. It means that that suf-
fering that is avoidable and hardly in-
evitable is being done in your name
and in mine.

Mr. KHANNA has brought forth a reso-
lution that allows us to have a debate
on this floor as to whether we will con-
done the continuation of that policy of
inflicting the loss of innocent life:
women, children, and citizens of
Yemen. This rule prohibits us from ac-
cepting responsibility as to whether we
will condone or condemn or oppose
that policy.

We have no justification for failing
to do our job. Let us debate.

This policy of Saudi Arabia of inflict-
ing massive civilian casualty and suf-
fering is for what? What national inter-
est of this country is at stake by allow-
ing that to continue?



November 14, 2018

Some, including me, may say that
this threatens our national interest be-
cause our national interest is to defend
innocent life; it is not to kill innocent
life. It is to stand with allies who are
going to be honest and transparent
with us as well as their own citizens.

This blank check that our adminis-
tration has given to Saudi Arabia for
massive Kkilling that is occurring in
Yemen or individual assassination that
is occurring in Turkey is wrong.

The SPEAKER pro tempore.
time of the gentleman has expired.

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, I yield
the gentleman from Vermont an addi-
tional 30 seconds.

Mr. WELCH. Mr. Speaker, the ques-
tion for us is: Will we accept the mini-
mal responsibility that we have in our
job to have a debate and say no more,
no more will this be done in our name?

Mr. NEWHOUSE. Mr. Speaker, I am
prepared to close, and I reserve the bal-
ance of my time.

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself the balance of my time to close.

Mr. Speaker, undermining endan-
gered species protections isn’t a na-
tional emergency. We shouldn’t be
prioritizing it today.

Not only is this rule a closed one, as
you have heard from our side over and
over and over again, Republicans took
the unprecedented step of removing the
privileged status of a resolution that
would have given us the chance to de-
bate the United States’ support of the
war in Yemen. We should be voting on
this.

People are dying every minute in
Yemen. Our silence and our inaction
mean that we are complicit.

I have always believed that if the
United States stands for anything,
then we need to stand out loud and
foursquare for human rights. There was
a time when the issue of human rights
was a bipartisan concern. But it is
clear that this administration doesn’t
give a damn about human rights. But
that doesn’t mean that this institution
should follow suit. Human rights ought
to be the centerpiece of our foreign pol-
icy.

There are innocent people being
killed every single day. Children were
riding to school in buses where the
buses have been bombed, where these
children have died, have been mur-
dered, and all my Republican friends
can say is: Oh, you can take care of
that after January when you are in
charge. We are just going to spend the
next 3 days dedicated to the issue of
gray wolves.

Really?

There is so much real work in front
of us, including our most basic respon-
sibility of funding this government and
reauthorizing programs like the Na-
tional Flood Insurance Program, the
Violence Against Women Act, and the
farm bill. I could go on and on and on.
Education costs are skyrocketing.
Americans are afraid coverage for their
preexisting conditions will be ripped
away by this administration and its al-

The
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lies in Congress because you have tried
to do it dozens and dozens and dozens
of times. How about doing something
about that?

It was interesting, during the cam-
paign, my Republican colleagues were
rushing to every microphone they
could find to say that they somehow
supported covering preexisting condi-
tions. Let me remind everybody, and
especially my Republican colleagues,
that that was a Democratic idea that
you opposed.

This was the worst election for Re-
publican Presidents since Watergate.
Maybe that is why Republicans are try-
ing to rewrite history.

But here is another politically pop-
ular idea Republicans should follow:
bringing an end to the most closed
Congress in history. Let’s let some sun-
light in. Don’t wait until January.
Start today by voting against this
closed rule and demand action on
things that our constituents actually
care about.

Just one final note, again, on this un-
precedented move of basically denying
us the right to debate this war in
Yemen: I agree with what Mr. KHANNA
said. History is going to look back on
our inaction not only on the war in
Yemen, but on our inaction dealing
with the brutality of the Saudi regime.

I would have thought that when we
came back that one of the first items
up on the agenda would be holding the
Saudi Government accountable. In-
stead, we got nothing. Not only we get
nothing, you take the unprecedented
step of denying a Member of this House
the right that he has under the privi-
leges of this House to debate this issue
of war.

This is so wrong. This is damaging to
the institution, and it shows a callous
disregard for what is happening in
Yemen.

Mr. Speaker, I urge my colleagues,
Democrats and Republicans, do the
right thing and vote against this rule.

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance
of my time.

Mr. NEWHOUSE. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself the balance of my time.

Mr. Speaker, in closing for the con-
sideration of H.R. 6784, the Manage our
Wolves Act, wolves were once hunted
to near extinction in the lower 48
States. The gray wolf was listed by the
Federal Government as an endangered
species in 1974. Today, though, gray
wolves are thriving both in my State of
Washington, as well as throughout the
United States, with more than 5,000
wolves now living in the contiguous
United States.

According to Washington State’s De-
partment of Fish and Wildlife, the
State’s wolf population has grown over
the past 9 straight years to 22 packs
that contain at least 120 wolves.

Mr. Speaker, the gray wolf reaching
recovered status truly is an Endan-
gered Species Act success story, and we
should celebrate.

Mr. Speaker, permanently listing
species under the Federal Endangered
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Species Act is not how the process was
ever intended to work. The process
should rely on the best available
science. It is a sign of progress that the
species has recovered from the brink of
extinction and no longer merits protec-
tion under the Federal Endangered
Species Act. That is the key point
here. While we seek to delist the gray
wolf from the Federal ESA, we are em-
powering each State to manage their
respective populations.

Washington State has a strong wolf
conservation and management plan
that has received broad support, and
the State Department of Fish and
Wildlife is committed to maintaining a
viable wolf population in the State of
Washington. Wolves remain protected
in the State recovery plan, but so long
as an arbitrary Federal line divides our
State and, as you heard, the State of
Oregon, listing the wolf on one side and
not on the other, our State managers
are prevented from effectively man-
aging the population within our States.
As I mentioned, wolves do not know
borders.

Mr. Speaker, States are equipped to
be more responsive and accountable to
the needs of local communities than
Federal agencies are, and they deserve
the flexibility to manage the growing
gray wolf populations. We should cele-
brate the return of the iconic species
like the gray wolf. But meanwhile,
States must be empowered to manage
populations to ensure the healthiest
balance between humans, wildlife, and
the ecosystem.

Mr. Speaker, I encourage my col-
leagues to support the rule and its un-
derlying legislation, again, H.R. 6784,
the Manage our Wolves Act.

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance
of my time, and I move the previous
question on the resolution.

The previous question was ordered.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the resolution.

The question was taken; and the
Speaker pro tempore announced that
the ayes appeared to have it.

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker,
that I demand the yeas and nays.

The yeas and nays were ordered.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8 of rule XX, this 15-
minute vote on adoption of House Res-
olution 1142 will be followed by a 5-
minute vote on the motion to suspend
the rules and pass H.R. 6666, if ordered.

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—yeas 201, nays
187, not voting 42, as follows:

[Roll No. 418]

on

YEAS—201
Abraham Bishop (MI) Calvert
Aderholt Bishop (UT) Carter (GA)
Allen Blackburn Carter (TX)
Amodei Bost Chabot
Arrington Brady (TX) Cheney
Bacon Brooks (AL) Cloud
Balderson Buchanan Coffman
Banks (IN) Buck Cole
Barletta Bucshon Collins (NY)
Barr Budd Comer
Bergman Burgess Conaway
Bilirakis Byrne Cook
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Costa
Costello (PA)
Cramer
Crawford
Culberson
Curbelo (FL)
Curtis
Davidson
Davis, Rodney
Diaz-Balart
Donovan
Duffy
Duncan (SC)
Dunn

Emmer
Eshoo

Estes (KS)
Faso
Ferguson
Fleischmann
Flores
Fortenberry
Foxx
Frelinghuysen
Gaetz
Gallagher
Gianforte
Gibbs
Gonzalez (TX)
Gosar

Gowdy
Granger
Graves (GA)
Graves (LA)
Graves (MO)
Green, Gene
Grothman
Guthrie
Handel
Harper
Hartzler
Hensarling
Hern

Herrera Beutler
Hice, Jody B.
Higgins (LA)
Hill

Holding
Hollingsworth
Hudson
Huizenga
Hunter

Hurd

Issa

Johnson (LA)
Johnson (OH)

Adams

Aguilar

Amash

Barragan

Bass

Beatty

Bera

Biggs

Bishop (GA)

Blum

Blumenauer

Blunt Rochester

Bonamici

Boyle, Brendan
F

Brady (PA)
Brat
Brown (MD)
Bustos
Butterfield
Capuano
Carbajal
Cardenas
Carson (IN)
Cartwright
Castor (FL)
Castro (TX)
Chu, Judy
Cicilline
Clark (MA)
Clarke (NY)
Clay
Cleaver
Clyburn
Cohen
Connolly
Cooper
Correa
Courtney
Crist
Crowley

Johnson, Sam
Joyce (OH)
Kelly (MS)
Kelly (PA)
King (IA)
King (NY)
Kinzinger
Knight
Kustoff (TN)
LaHood
LaMalfa
Lamborn
Lance
Latta
Lesko
Lewis (MN)
LoBiondo
Long
Loudermilk
Love

Lucas
Luetkemeyer
MacArthur
Marchant
Marino
Marshall
Mast
McCarthy
McCaul
MecClintock
McHenry
McKinley
McSally
Mitchell
Moolenaar
Mooney (WV)
Mullin
Newhouse
Nunes
Olson
Palazzo
Palmer
Paulsen
Pearce
Perry
Peterson
Pittenger
Poe (TX)
Poliquin
Ratcliffe
Reichert
Renacci
Rice (SC)
Roby

Roe (TN)
Rogers (AL)

NAYS—187

Cuellar
Cummings
Davis (CA)
Dayvis, Danny
DeFazio
DeGette
Delaney
DeLauro
DelBene
Demings
DeSaulnier
Deutch
Dingell
Doggett
Doyle, Michael
F.
Duncan (TN)
Ellison
Engel
Espaillat
Evans
Foster
Frankel (FL)
Fudge
Gabbard
Gallego
Garamendi
Gohmert
Gottheimer
Green, Al
Griffith
Grijalva
Gutiérrez
Hanabusa
Heck
Higgins (NY)
Himes
Hoyer
Huffman
Jackson Lee
Jayapal
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Rogers (KY)
Rohrabacher
Rokita
Rooney, Francis
Rooney, Thomas
J.
Ros-Lehtinen
Roskam
Rothfus
Rouzer
Royce (CA)
Russell
Rutherford
Scalise
Scott, Austin
Sensenbrenner
Sessions
Shimkus
Simpson
Smith (MO)
Smith (NE)
Smith (NJ)
Smith (TX)
Smucker
Stefanik
Stewart
Stivers
Taylor
Tenney
Thompson (PA)
Thornberry
Tipton
Trott
Turner
Upton
Valadao
Vela
Wagner
Walberg
Walden
Walker
Walorski
Weber (TX)
Webster (FL)
Wenstrup
Westerman
Williams
Wilson (SC)
Wittman
Womack
Yoder
Yoho
Young (IA)
Zeldin

Jeffries
Johnson, E. B.
Jordan
Keating
Kelly (IL)
Kennedy
Khanna
Kihuen
Kildee
Kilmer
Kind
Krishnamoorthi
Kuster (NH)
Labrador
Lamb
Langevin
Larsen (WA)
Lawrence
Lawson (FL)
Lee
Levin
Lewis (GA)
Lieu, Ted
Lipinski
Loebsack
Lofgren
Lowenthal
Lowey
Lujan Grisham,
M

Lujan, Ben Ray
Maloney,
Carolyn B.
Maloney, Sean
Massie
Matsui
McCollum
McEachin
McGovern
McNerney
Meadows

Meeks Rice (NY) Sires
Meng Richmond Smith (WA)
Moore Rosen Soto
Morelle Roybal-Allard Speier
Moulton Ruiz Suozzi
Murphy (FL) Ruppersberger Swalwell (CA)
Nadler Rush Takano
Napolitano Ryan (OH) Thompson (CA)
Neal Sanchez Thompson (MS)
Nolan Sanford Titus
Norman Sarbanes Tonko
O’Halleran Scanlon Torres
O’Rourke Schakowsky Tsongas
Pallone Schiff Vargas
Pascrell Schneider Veasey
Payne Schweikert Velazquez
Pelosi Scott (VA) Walz
Pingree Scott, David Wasserman
Pocan Serrano Schultz
Posey Sewell (AL) Waters, Maxine
Price (NC) Shea-Porter Watson Coleman
Quigley Sherman Welch
Raskin Sinema Yarmuth
NOT VOTING—42
Babin Harris Panetta
Barton Hastings Perlmutter
Beyer Hultgren Peters
Black Jenkins (KS) Polis
Brooks (IN) Johnson (GA) Reed
Brownley (CA) Jones Ross
Collins (GA) Kaptur Schrader
Comstock Katko
Denham Larson (CT) ‘Sfl}uslterk
DesJarlais Lynch Isclosky -
. Walters, Mimi
Esty (CT) McMorris .
Fitzpatrick Rodgers Wilson (FL)
Garrett Messer Woodall
Gomez Noem Young (AK)
Goodlatte Norcross
0 1707

Messrs. MICHAEL F. DOYLE of
Pennsylvania, KRISHNAMOORTHI,
LOEBSACK, MEADOWS, Ms. ADAMS,
Messrs. BUTTERFIELD and GOH-
MERT changed their vote from ‘‘yea’
to ‘“‘nay.”

Mr. BROOKS of Alabama changed his
vote from ‘‘nay’’ to ‘‘yea.”

So the resolution was agreed to.

The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

Stated for:

Mr. GOODLATTE. Mr. Speaker, | was ab-
sent from the Capitol when the first vote series
was called on November 14, 2018.

Had | been present, | would have voted
“yea” on rollcall No. 418.

Mr. BABIN. Mr. Speaker, | was unavoidably
detained. Had | been present, | would have
voted “yea” on rolicall No. 418.

Mrs. BROOKS of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, |
was unavoidably detained and could not make
votes. Had | been present, | would have voted
“yea” on rollcall No. 418.

Stated against:

Mr. PERLMUTTER. Mr. Speaker, | was un-
avoidably detained. Had | been present, |
would have voted “nay” on rollcall No. 418.

Ms. ESTY of Connecticut. Mr. Speaker, had
| been present, | would have voted “nay” on
rollcall No. 418.

———

AUTHORIZING SECRETARY OF IN-
TERIOR TO GRANT STATES AND
LOCAL GOVERNMENTS EASE-
MENTS AND RIGHTS-OF-WAY
OVER FEDERAL LAND WITHIN
GATEWAY NATIONAL  RECRE-
ATION AREA

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The un-
finished business is the question on
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suspending the rules and passing the
bill (H.R. 6666) to authorize the Sec-
retary of the Interior to grant to
States and local governments ease-
ments and rights-of-way over Federal
land within Gateway National Recre-
ation Area for construction, operation,
and maintenance of projects for control
and prevention of flooding and shore-
line erosion.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from Arizona (Mr.
GOSAR) that the House suspend the
rules and pass the bill.

The question was taken; and (two-
thirds being in the affirmative) the
rules were suspended and the bill was
passed.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

———————

REMOVAL OF NAME OF MEMBER
AS COSPONSOR OF H.R. 5276

Mr. GENE GREEN of Texas. Mr.
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to
remove myself as a cosponsor of H.R.
5276.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
Bicags). Is there objection to the re-
quest of the gentleman from Texas?

There was no objection.

————
0 1715

HONORING WAR HERO WALTER
“BERT” MINTUS

(Mr. ROTHFUS asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. ROTHFUS. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today to honor the memory of western
Pennsylvania native and war hero,
Petty Officer Third Class Walter
“Bert” Mintus.

Hailing from Portage, Pennsylvania,
in 1942, Bert enlisted in the U.S. Navy
and served as a radioman for Torpedo
Squadron Fifty-One during World War
II. This was the same torpedo squadron
in which our 41st President, George
H.W. Bush, served during the war.

On July 27, 1944, during a mission
over the Pacific, his aircraft came
under enemy fire from the Japanese
and was shot down. Afterward, Bert
and his brothers in arms on the plane
were listed as missing in action and
later presumed dead.

For nearly 74 years, the Mintus fam-
ily was unsure of the fate that befell
their beloved family member. That
changed this year. Thanks to the dili-
gent efforts of the U.S. Navy, this past
June, Bert’s remains were identified;
and last Thursday, Bert’s family fi-
nally welcomed their war hero home.

May God grant this son of western
Pennsylvania eternal rest.

———
HONORING ALBERTA DANIELS

(Mr. PAYNE asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
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minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today to honor Mrs. Alberta Daniels of
East Orange, New Jersey, for her life-
time of service.

Mrs. Daniels is like a mother to
many of us in public life from Essex
County, New Jersey. I know that she
has helped me learn to be a better pub-
lic servant.

Mrs. Daniels spent 25 years at RCA in
Harrison, New Jersey.

In her late forties, Mrs. Daniels
started a new chapter as a senior cor-
rectional officer. She spent 14 years in
corrections working for the State of
New Jersey and helping open the first
halfway house for women in our State.

Since retiring from her distinguished
life in public safety and corrections,
Mrs. Daniels has been an active com-
munity servant, and Mrs. Daniels
keeps a busy civic schedule as well.

Last week, I had the honor of speak-
ing at a ceremony to rename a street
in East Orange Alberta Evelyn Daniels
Court. It was a well-deserved honor
that she has received from her commu-
nity because of her lifetime of achieve-
ment and service to that area.

Mrs. Daniels, it is well deserved, and
you are well loved.

———
CELEBRATING DIWALI

(Mr. FITZPATRICK asked and was
given permission to address the House
for 1 minute and to revise and extend
his remarks.)

Mr. FITZPATRICK. Mr. Speaker, last
week, the Indian American community
celebrated Diwali, the festival of
lights. The holiest day of the Hindu
calendar, Diwali celebrates the spir-
itual victory of light over darkness,
good over evil, and knowledge over ig-
norance. Today, we welcome these
amazing community members right
here in our Nation’s Capitol.

In Bucks and Montgomery Counties,
Pennsylvania, I am honored to recog-
nize the Hindu community and mem-
bers of the Indian American commu-
nity who celebrated and expressed
their faith. Today, I am proud to recog-
nize the several mandirs who serve our
community in innumerable ways lo-
cated in Levittown, Montgomeryville,
Warrington, Feasterville-Trevose,
Bensalem, and Souderton.

Mr. Speaker, I am proud to join the
Hindu faith community in celebrating
Diwali and applaud their efforts of in-
clusion and community betterment in
Pennsylvania and across America. I
look forward to working with these
amazing people today and every day.

HONORING POLICE CHIEF MATT
DOERING

(Mr. CARTER of Georgia asked and
was given permission to address the
House for 1 minute and to revise and
extend his remarks.)

Mr. CARTER of Georgia. Mr. Speak-
er, I rise today to honor the life of re-
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tired Police Chief Matt Doering of
Brunswick, Georgia, who passed away
on September 4 at 56 years of age after
a long battle with cancer.

Chief Doering dedicated his life to
serving his community. He spent 34
years working with the Glynn County
Police Department, and for 14 of those
years, he served as the chief of police.
From directing high-profile investiga-
tions to personally patrolling the area
during hurricanes, Chief Doering was
highly respected throughout Glynn
County.

After being diagnosed with pan-
creatic cancer, he retired from the po-
lice department and began working
with the Glynn County school system.

I am proud and thankful to have had
someone with the character of Chief
Doering serving his community in the
First Congressional District of Geor-
gia.

——————

HONORING THE LIFE AND LEGACY
OF MERLE NELL

(Ms. TENNEY asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend her re-
marks.)

Ms. TENNEY. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today to honor firefighters from across
our community. They recently traveled
to Albany to honor the life and legacy
of Merle Nell, a fire police captain and
former chief of the Vernon Fire Depart-
ment in upstate New York. Family,
friends, and fellow firefighters watched
as Merle’s name was inscribed in the
New York State Fallen Firefighters
Memorial.

Merle passed away in November 2016
while on the scene of a fire in Vernon
Center, New York. His name is now
etched on a wall with 2,551 other fallen
firefighters from our great State who
have given their lives in the line of
duty.

Affectionately known as ‘“‘SKippy’’ to
his family and friends, Merle’s legacy
of service lives on through his sons and
grandsons. Merle’s sons, Scott and
Mark, serve as fire chiefs in both
Verona and Vernon; and his grandsons,
Adam and Matthew, are active fire-
fighters in Vernon, and Zachary is a
junior firefighter in Verona.

A marine, a father, a postal worker,
and a firefighter, Merle’s life of service
is a true inspiration to everyone in our
community. His memory will live on in
the hearts of our grateful community
both in central New York and in New
York State.

———

HONORING GWINNETT COUNTY
POLICE OFFICER ANTWAN TONEY

(Mr. WOODALL asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. WOODALL. Mr. Speaker, I come
to the House floor today to honor an
amazing public servant in my commu-
nity, public servant and a role model, a
Gwinnett County police officer by the
name of Antwan Toney.
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Mr. Speaker, Officer Toney was a
California native, but he adopted my
local community at the age of 30 and
knew that he could change the world
from that location. He was working not
just to make the world better, but to
make us better as individuals—one
community, one family, one officer at
the time. And, Mr. Speaker, with the
infectious smile you see here and a
tireless work ethic and boundless en-
ergy, he was doing exactly that in my
hometown.

Mr. Speaker, I wish I was here just to
honor Officer Toney today, but on the
afternoon of October 20, when respond-
ing to a call, Officer Toney was Kkilled.
Mr. Speaker, I am appalled and pained
by the senselessness of this young
man’s murder.

Mr. Speaker, while our community
aches over the loss of Officer Toney, we
also celebrate the life that he led and
the role model that he provided for all
of us. Those who have been fortunate
enough to know Officer Toney are for-
ever changed for the better by that ex-
perience. Of all the places Officer
Toney could have served, I am honored
that he chose our home to be the place
for his incredibly proud work—again,
not just to make us safer, but to make
us better.

Mr. Speaker, today, I pray for all of
those who loved Officer Toney and
those whom he loved. I pray for all of
his brothers and sisters in uniform
who, even in the face of this loss, wake
up every single morning and agree to
serve once again.

May God bless all of them, Mr.
Speaker, and may we give thanks to
God that He shares with each and every
one of us heroes in our lives, difference
makers in our lives, difference makers
like Officer Antwan Toney.

———

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED

Karen L. Haas, Clerk of the House,
reported and found truly enrolled bills
of the House of the following titles,
which were thereupon signed by the
Speaker:

H.R. 2615. An act to authorize the exchange
of certain land located in Gulf Islands Na-
tional Seashore, Jackson County, Mis-
sissippi, between the National Park Service
and the Veterans of Foreign Wars, and for
other purposes.

H.R. 3359. An act to amend the Homeland
Security Act of 2002 to authorize the Cyber-
security and Infrastructure Security Agency
of the Department of Homeland Security,
and for other purposes.

———

ADJOURNMENT

Mr. WOODALL. Mr. Speaker, I move
that the House do now adjourn.

The motion was agreed to; accord-
ingly (at 5 o’clock and 27 minutes
p.m.), under its previous order, the
House adjourned wuntil tomorrow,
Thursday, November 15, 2018, at 10 a.m.
for morning-hour debate.
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EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS,
ETC.

Under clause 2 of rule XIV, executive
communications were taken from the
Speaker’s table and referred as follows:

6786. A letter from the Assistant Secretary
for Legislation, Department of Health and
Human Services, transmitting the FY 2014
Report to Congress on Community Services
Block Grant Discretionary Activities —
Community Economic Development and
Rural Community Development Programs,
pursuant to Sec. 680(c) of the Community
Services Block Grant Act of 1981, Public Law
97-35, as amended by the Community Oppor-
tunities, Accountability, and Training and
Educational Services Act of 1998; to the Com-
mittee on Education and the Workforce.

6787. A letter from the Secretary of Agri-
culture, Secretary of Health and Human
Services, Department of Agriculture, Depart-
ment of Health and Human Services, trans-
mitting the Department’s Report to Con-
gress on the Notifications of Thefts, Losses,
or Releases of Select Agents and Toxins for
CY 2017, pursuant to 7 U.S.C. 8401(k); Pub. L
107-188, Sec. 212(k); (116 Stat. 656); to the
Committee on Energy and Commerce.

6788. A letter from the Assistant Secretary
for Legislation, Department of Health and
Human Services, transmitting the Depart-
ment’s report to Congress titled, ‘‘Activities
to Improve Women’s Health As Required by
the Affordable Care Act’ 2017; to the Com-
mittee on Energy and Commerce.

6789. A letter from the Assistant Secretary,
Bureau of Legislative Affairs, Department of
State, transmitting Transmittal No. DDTC
18-025, pursuant to the reporting require-
ments of Section 36(c) of the Arms Export
Control Act; to the Committee on Foreign
Affairs.

6790. A letter from the Assistant Secretary,
Bureau of Legislative Affairs, Department of
State, transmitting Transmittal No. DDTC
18-059, pursuant to the reporting require-
ments of Section 36(c) of the Arms Export
Control Act; to the Committee on Foreign
Affairs.

6791. A letter from the Assistant Secretary,
Bureau of Legislative Affairs, Department of
State, transmitting Transmittal No. DDTC
18-042, pursuant to the reporting require-
ments of Section 36(c) of the Arms Export
Control Act; to the Committee on Foreign
Affairs.

6792. A letter from the Assistant Secretary,
Bureau of Legislative Affairs, Department of
State, transmitting Transmittal No. DDTC
18-032, pursuant to the reporting require-
ments of Section 36(c) of the Arms Export
Control Act; to the Committee on Foreign
Affairs.

6793. A letter from the Assistant Secretary
for Legislation, Department of Health and
Human Services, transmitting a report ti-
tled, ‘‘Fiscal Year 2015 Report to Congress on
Administration of the Tribal Self-Govern-
ance Program’; to the Committee on Nat-
ural Resources.

6794. A letter from the Secretary, Judicial
Conference of the United States, transmit-
ting a letter expressing concerns on H.R.
6755, the Judiciary Reforms, Organization
and Operational Modernization Act of 2018
(Judiciary ROOM Act); to the Committee on
the Judiciary.

6795. A letter from the Management and
Program Analyst, FAA, Department of
Transportation, transmitting the Depart-
ment’s final rule — Airworthiness Direc-
tives; Dassault Aviation Airplanes [Docket
No.: FAA-2018-0394; Product Identifier 2018-
NM-036-AD; Amendment 39-19441; AD 2018-20-
07] (RIN: 2120-AA64) received October 25, 2018,
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law
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104-121, Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Com-
mittee on Transportation and Infrastruc-
ture.

6796. A letter from the Management and
Program Analyst, FAA, Department of
Transportation, transmitting the Depart-
ment’s final rule — Airworthiness Direc-
tives; Airbus SAS Airplanes [Docket No.:
FAA-2018-0301; Product Identifier 2017-NM-
112-AD; Amendment 39-19407; AD 2018-19-07]
(RIN: 2120-AA64) received October 25, 2018,
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law
104-121, Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Com-
mittee on Transportation and Infrastruc-
ture.

6797. A letter from the Management and
Program Analyst, FAA, Department of
Transportation, transmitting the Depart-
ment’s final rule — Airworthiness Direc-
tives; Airbus SAS Airplanes [Docket No.:
FAA-2018-0395; Product Identifier 2017-NM-
136-AD; Amendment 39-19430; AD 2018-19-29]
(RIN: 2120-AA64) received October 25, 2018,
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law
104-121, Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Com-
mittee on Transportation and Infrastruc-
ture.

6798. A letter from the Management and
Program Analyst, FAA, Department of
Transportation, transmitting the Depart-
ment’s final rule — Airworthiness Direc-
tives; Dassault Aviation Airplanes [Docket
No. FAA-2018-0357; Product Identifier 2018-
NM-035-AD; Amendment 39-19428; AD 2018-19-
271 (RIN: 2120-A A64) received October 25, 2018,
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law
104-121, Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Com-
mittee on Transportation and Infrastruc-
ture.

6799. A letter from the Management and
Program Analyst, FAA, Department of
Transportation, transmitting the Depart-
ment’s final rule — Airworthiness Direc-
tives; Airbus SAS Airplanes [Docket No.:
FAA-2018-0417; Product Identifier 2017-NM-
132-AD; Amendment 39-19440; AD 2018-20-06)
(RIN: 2120-AA64) received October 25, 2018,
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law
104-121, Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Com-
mittee on Transportation and Infrastruc-
ture.

6800. A letter from the Management and
Program Analyst, FAA, Department of
Transportation, transmitting the Depart-
ment’s final rule — Airworthiness Direc-
tives; Dassault Aviation Airplanes [Docket
No.: FAA-2018-0451; Product Identifier 2017-
NM-172-AD; Amendment 39-19406; AD 2018-19-
06] (RIN: 2120-AA64) received October 25, 2018,
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law
104-121, Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Com-
mittee on Transportation and Infrastruc-
ture.

6801. A letter from the Management and
Program Analyst, FAA, Department of
Transportation, transmitting the Depart-
ment’s final rule — Airworthiness Direc-
tives; CFM International S.A. Turbofan En-
gines [Docket No.: FAA-2018-0855; Product
Identifier 2018-NE-31-AD; Amendment 39-
19416; AD 2018-19-16] (RIN: 2120-AA64) received
October 25, 2018, pursuant to 5 U.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec. 251; (110
Stat. 868); to the Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure.

6802. A letter from the Management and
Program Analyst, FAA, Department of
Transportation, transmitting the Depart-
ment’s final rule — Airworthiness Direc-
tives; CFM International S.A. Turbofan En-
gines [Docket No.: FAA-2018-0785; Product
Identifier 2018-NE-14-AD; Amendment 39-
19380; AD 2018-18-01] (RIN: 2120-AA64) received
October 25, 2018, pursuant to 5 U.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec. 251; (110
Stat. 868); to the Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure.

6803. A letter from the Management and
Program Analyst, FAA, Department of
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Transportation, transmitting the Depart-
ment’s final rule — Airworthiness Direc-
tives; General Electric Company Turbofan
Engines [Docket No.: FAA-2018-0863; Product
Identifier 2018-NE-30-AD; Amendment 39-
19423; AD 2018-19-22] (RIN: 2120-A A64) received
October 25, 2018, pursuant to 5 TU.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec. 251; (110
Stat. 868); to the Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure.

6804. A letter from the Management and
Program Analyst, FAA, Department of
Transportation, transmitting the Depart-
ment’s final rule — Airworthiness Direc-
tives; Airbus SAS Airplanes [Docket No.:
FAA-2018-0804; Product Identifier 2018-NM-
129-AD; Amendment 39-19442; AD 2018-20-08]
(RIN: 2120-AA64) received October 25, 2018,
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law
104-121, Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Com-
mittee on Transportation and Infrastruc-
ture.

6805. A letter from the Management and
Program Analyst, FAA, Department of
Transportation, transmitting the Depart-
ment’s final rule — Airworthiness Direc-
tives; GEVEN S.p.A. Seat Assemblies, Type
D1-02 and D1-03 [Docket No.: FAA-2017-0504;
Product Identifier 2017-NE-12-AD; Amend-
ment 39-19415; AD 2018-19-15] (RIN: 2120-A A64)
received October 25, 2018, pursuant to 5
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec.
2561; (110 Stat. 868); to the Committee on
Transportation and Infrastructure.

6806. A letter from the Management and
Program Analyst, FAA, Department of
Transportation, transmitting the Depart-
ment’s final rule — Airworthiness Direc-
tives; Dassault Aviation Airplanes [Docket
No.: FAA-2018-0549; Product Identifier 2018-
NM-014-AD; Amendment 39-19427; AD 2018-19-
26] (RIN: 2120-AA64) received October 25, 2018,
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law
104-121, Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Com-
mittee on Transportation and Infrastruc-
ture.

6807. A letter from the Management and
Program Analyst, FAA, Department of
Transportation, transmitting the Depart-
ment’s final rule — Airworthiness Direc-
tives; Airbus SAS Airplanes [Docket No.:
FAA-2018-0360; Product Identifier 2018-NM-
009-AD; Amendment 39-19434; AD 2018-19-33]
(RIN: 2120-AA64) received October 25, 2018,
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law
104-121, Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Com-
mittee on Transportation and Infrastruc-
ture.

6808. A letter from the Management and
Program Analyst, FAA, Department of
Transportation, transmitting the Depart-
ment’s final rule — Airworthiness Direc-
tives; Hoffmann GmbH & Co. KG Propellers
[Docket No.: FAA-2018-0281; Product Identi-
fier 2018-NE-06-AD; Amendment 39-19437; AD
2018-20-03] (RIN: 2120-AA64) received October
25, 2018, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A);
Public Law 104-121, Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to
the Committee on Transportation and Infra-
structure.

6809. A letter from the Management and
Program Analyst, FAA, Department of
Transportation, transmitting the Depart-
ment’s final rule — Airworthiness Direc-
tives; Airbus SAS Airplanes [Docket No.:
FAA-2018-0491; Product Identifier 2017-NM-
158-AD; Amendment 39-19432; AD 2018-19-31]
(RIN: 2120-AA64) received October 25, 2018,
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law
104-121, Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Com-
mittee on Transportation and Infrastruc-
ture.

6810. A letter from the Management and
Program Analyst, FAA, Department of
Transportation, transmitting the Depart-
ment’s final rule — Airworthiness Direc-
tives; Airbus SAS Airplanes [Docket No.:
FAA-2018-0455; Product Identifier 2017-NM-
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121-AD; Amendment 39-19436; AD 2018-20-02]
(RIN: 2120-AA64) received October 25, 2018,
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law
104-121, Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Com-
mittee on Transportation and Infrastruc-
ture.

6811. A letter from the Management and
Program Analyst, FAA, Department of
Transportation, transmitting the Depart-
ment’s final rule — Airworthiness Direc-
tives; BAE Systems (Operations) Limited
Airplanes [Docket No.: FAA-2018-0555; Prod-
uct Identifier 2017-NM-152-AD; Amendment
39-19431; AD 2018-19-30] (RIN: 2120-AA64) re-
ceived October 25, 2018, pursuant to 5 U.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec. 251; (110
Stat. 868); to the Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure.

6812. A letter from the Management and
Program Analyst, FAA, Department of
Transportation, transmitting the Depart-
ment’s final rule — Airworthiness Direc-
tives; Dassault Aviation Airplanes [Docket
No.: FAA-2018-0306; Product Identifier 2018-
NM-039-AD; Amendment 39-19426; AD 2018-19-
25] (RIN: 2120-AA64) received October 25, 2018,
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law
104-121, Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Com-
mittee on Transportation and Infrastruc-
ture.

6813. A letter from the Assistant Secretary
for Legislation, Department of Health and
Human Services, transmitting a report ti-
tled, ‘‘Assets for Independence Program Re-
port to Congress: Status at the Conclusion of
the Seventeenth Year, Fiscal Year 2016,
pursuant to 42 U.S.C. 604 note; Public Law
105-285, Sec. 414(d); (112 Stat. 2771); to the
Committee on Ways and Means.

6814. A letter from the Under Secretary,
Personnel and Readiness, Department of De-
fense, transmitting the Department’s annual
report concerning the Post-9/11 Educational
Assistance Program, pursuant to 38 U.S.C.
3325(a)(1); Public Law 112-154, Sec. 402(a)(1);
(126 Stat. 1189); jointly to the Committees on
Armed Services and Veterans’ Affairs.

6815. A letter from the Inspector General,
Department of Health and Human Services,
transmitting the Office’s report titled,
“Medicare Payments for Clinical Diagnostic
Laboratory Tests: Year 4 of Baseline Data
(OEI-09-18-00410)"’; jointly to the Committees
on Energy and Commerce and Ways and
Means.

————————

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON
PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS

Under clause 2 of rule XIII, reports of
committees were delivered to the Clerk
for printing and reference to the proper
calendar, as follows:

Mr. HENSARLING: Committee on Finan-
cial Services. H.R. 2069. A bill to provide pri-
ority under certain federally assisted hous-
ing programs to assist youths who are aging
out of foster care, and for other purposes;
with an amendment (Rept. 115-1023). Re-
ferred to the Committee of the Whole House
on the state of the Union.

Mr. HENSARLING: Committee on Finan-
cial Services. H.R. 2570. A bill to amend the
Truth in Lending Act to clarify that the
points and fees in connection with a mort-
gage loan do not include certain compensa-
tion amounts already taken into account in
setting the interest rate on such loan, and
for other purposes (Rept. 115-1024). Referred
to the Committee of the Whole House on the
state of the Union.

Mr. HENSARLING: Committee on Finan-
cial Services. H.R. 2683. A Dbill to amend the
Fair Credit Reporting Act to delay the inclu-
sion in consumer credit reports and to estab-
lish requirements for debt collectors with re-
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spect to medical debt information of vet-
erans due to inappropriate or delayed billing
payments or reimbursements from the De-
partment of Veterans Affairs, and for other
purposes; with an amendment (Rept. 115-
1025). Referred to the Committee of the
Whole House on the state of the Union.

Mr. HENSARLING: Committee on Finan-
cial Services. H.R. 1511. A bill to amend the
McKinney-Vento Homeless Assistance Act to
meet the needs of homeless children, youth,
and families, and honor the assessments and
priorities of local communities; with amend-
ments (Rept. 115-1026, Pt. 1). Ordered to be
printed.

Mr. SHUSTER: Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure. H.R. 3288. A bill to
amend title 40, United States Code, to pro-
mote regional economic and infrastructure
development, and for other purposes; with an
amendment (Rept. 115-1027, Pt. 1). Ordered to
be printed.

Mr. SHUSTER: Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure. H.R. 4177. A bill to
enhance the Federal Government’s planning
and preparation for extreme weather and the
Federal Government’s dissemination of best
practices to respond to extreme weather,
thereby increasing resilience, improving re-
gional coordination, and mitigating the fi-
nancial risk to the Federal Government from
such extreme weather, and for other pur-
poses (Rept. 115-1028, Pt. 1). Ordered to be
printed.

—————

TIME LIMITATION OF REFERRED
BILLS

Pursuant to clause 2 of rule XII, the
following actions were taken by the
Speaker:

H.R. 1511. Referral to the Committee on
Education and the Workforce extended for a
period ending not later than December 28,
2018.

H.R. 3288. Referral to the Committee on Fi-
nancial Services extended for a period ending
not later than December 28, 2018.

H.R. 4177. Referral to the Committee on
Oversight and Government Reform extended
for a period ending not later than December
28, 2018.

———

PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS

Under clause 2 of rule XII, public
bills and resolutions of the following
titles were introduced and severally re-
ferred, as follows:

By Mr. BEYER (for himself, Mr. SCOTT
of Virginia, Mr. CONNOLLY, Mr.
ToNKO, Ms. NORTON, Mr. DANNY K.
DAVIS of Illinois, Mr. SABLAN, Ms.
WILSON of Florida, Mr. ESPAILLAT,
Ms. MICHELLE LUJAN GRISHAM of New
Mexico, Ms. LEE, Mrs. NAPOLITANO,
Ms. MOORE, Ms. ESTY of Connecticut,
Ms. PINGREE, Mr. SEAN PATRICK
MALONEY of New York, Mr. LAN-
GEVIN, Mrs. DAVIS of California, Mr.
CARDENAS, Mr. PRICE of North Caro-
lina, Mr. MCEACHIN, Ms. McCOLLUM,
Ms. CLARK of Massachusetts, Mr.
DESAULNIER, Mr. HIMES, Ms. BLUNT
ROCHESTER, Mr. TAKANO, Mr. MCNER-
NEY, Ms. JAYAPAL, Mr. MCGOVERN,
Mr. RYAN of Ohio, Mr. NADLER, Mr.
KENNEDY, Mr. PALLONE, Mr. GOMEZ,
and Mr. JOHNSON of Georgia):

H.R. 7124. A bill to prohibit and prevent se-
clusion and to prevent and reduce the use of
physical restraint in schools, and for other
purposes; to the Committee on Education
and the Workforce, and in addition to the
Committee on Armed Services, for a period
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to be subsequently determined by the Speak-
er, in each case for consideration of such pro-
visions as fall within the jurisdiction of the
committee concerned.

By Mr. DONOVAN:

H.R. 7125. A bill to rename the portions of
the Gateway National Seashore located on
Staten Island, New York, as the ‘‘Senator
James L. Buckley National Seashore’; to
the Committee on Natural Resources.

By Mr. LONG:

H.R. 7126. A bill to exempt certain struc-
tures from removal from Army Corps of En-
gineers property on Table Rock Lake, and
for other purposes; to the Committee on
Transportation and Infrastructure.

By Mr. BEN RAY LUJAN of New Mex-
ico (for himself, Mr. GALLEGO, Ms.
McCoLLUM, Mr. O’HALLERAN, Mr.
HUFFMAN, Ms. MOORE, Ms. NORTON,
Mrs. TORRES, Mr. SoTo, Mr. BLU-
MENAUER, Mr. GRIJALVA, and Mr.
RUIZ):

H.R. 7127. A bill to protect the voting
rights of Native American and Alaska Native
voters; to the Committee on House Adminis-
tration, and in addition to the Committee on
the Judiciary, for a period to be subse-
quently determined by the Speaker, in each
case for consideration of such provisions as
fall within the jurisdiction of the committee
concerned.

By Mr. MOULTON (for himself, Mr.
GAETZ, Mr. CRIST, and Mr. CORREA):

H.R. 7128. A bill to direct the Secretary of
Veterans Affairs to seek to enter into an
agreement with a federally funded research
and development center to conduct surveys
to measure cannabis use by veterans, and for
other purposes; to the Committee on Vet-
erans’ Affairs.

By Mr. MOULTON (for himself, Mr.
GAETZ, and Mr. CORREA):

H.R. 7129. A bill to require the Secretary of
Veterans Affairs to provide training in the
use of medical cannabis for all Department
of Veterans Affairs primary care providers,
and for other purposes; to the Committee on
Veterans’ Affairs.

By Mr. MOULTON (for himself, Mr.
GAETZ, Mr. CRIST, and Mr. CORREA):

H.R. 7130. A bill to provide for a Depart-
ment of Veterans Affairs policy on medicinal
cannabis, and for other purposes; to the
Committee on Veterans’ Affairs.

By Mr. THOMPSON of California (for
himself and Mr. FRANCIS ROONEY of
Florida):

H.R. 7131. A bill to amend the Communica-
tions Act of 1934 to provide for a moratorium
on number reassignment after a disaster dec-
laration, and for other purposes; to the Com-
mittee on Energy and Commerce.

By Mr. WELCH:

H.R. 7132. A bill to permit aliens who law-
fully enter the United States on valid visas
as nonimmigrant elementary and secondary
school students to attend public schools in
the United States for longer than 1 year if
such aliens reimburse the local educational
agency that administers the school for the
full, unsubsidized per capita cost of pro-
viding education at such school for the pe-
riod of the alien’s attendance; to the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. WELCH:

H.R. 7133. A bill to clarify the definition of
nonadmitted insurer under the Nonadmitted
and Reinsurance Reform Act of 2010, and for
other purposes; to the Committee on Finan-
cial Services, and in addition to the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary, for a period to be
subsequently determined by the Speaker, in
each case for consideration of such provi-
sions as fall within the jurisdiction of the
committee concerned.

By Mr. LOEBSACK (for himself, Mr.
O’HALLERAN, Mr. LOWENTHAL, Mrs.
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NAPOLITANO, Ms.
MOORE):

H. Res. 1146. A resolution expressing sup-
port for designation of the week beginning
on November 12, 2018, as ‘‘National School
Psychology Week”; to the Committee on
Education and the Workforce.

By Ms. MOORE (for herself, Ms. JACK-
SON LEE, Ms. WASSERMAN SCHULTZ,
Mr. MCGOVERN, Ms. ROYBAL-ALLARD,
Ms. NORTON, Mr. MEEKS, Ms. SCHA-
KOWSKY, Ms. CLARKE of New York,
and Mr. COHEN):

H. Res. 1147. A resolution congratulating
Dr. Denis Mukwege and Nadia Murad for re-
ceiving the 2018 Nobel Peace Prize for their
advocacy on behalf of the millions who have
suffered from sexual violence as a result of
conflict, and for other purposes; to the Com-
mittee on Foreign Affairs.

NORTON, and Ms.

———

PRIVATE BILLS AND
RESOLUTIONS

Under clause 3 of rule XII, private
bills and resolutions of the following
titles were introduced and severally re-
ferred, as follows:

By Mr. CORREA:

H.R. 7134. A Dbill for the relief of Gualterio
Lazaro Santos Santos; to the Committee on
the Judiciary.

By Mr. YOUNG of Alaska:

H.R. 7135. A bill to direct the Secretary of
the department in which the Coast Guard is
operating to issue a certificate of docu-
mentation with a coastwise endorsement for
the vessel Pacific Provider; to the Com-
mittee on Transportation and Infrastruc-
ture.

—————

CONSTITUTIONAL AUTHORITY
STATEMENT

Pursuant to clause 7 of rule XII of
the Rules of the House of Representa-
tives, the following statements are sub-
mitted regarding the specific powers
granted to Congress in the Constitu-
tion to enact the accompanying bill or
joint resolution.

By Mr. BEYER:

H.R. 7124.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article I, Section 8 of the Constitution of
the United States.

By Mr. DONOVAN:

H.R. 7125.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article 1, Section 8 of the U.S. Constitu-
tion

By Mr. LONG:

H.R. 7126.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article I, Section 8 B

By Mr. BEN RAY LUJAN of New Mex-
ico:

H.R. 7127.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article I, Section 8

By Mr. MOULTON:

H.R. 7128.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article I, Section 8 of the United States
Constitution

By Mr. MOULTON:

H.R. 7129.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:
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Article I, Section 8 of the United States

Constitution
By Mr. MOULTON:

H.R. 7130.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article I, Section 8 of the United States
Constitution

By Mr. THOMPSON of California:

H.R. 7131.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Constitution of United States of America,
Article I

By Mr. WELCH:

H.R. 7132.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article 1, Section 8, Clause 18: The Con-
gress shall have Power To . make all
Laws which shall be necessary and proper for
carrying into Execution the foregoing Pow-
ers, and all other Powers vested by this Con-
stitution in the Government of the United

States, or in any Department or Officer
thereof.
By Mr. WELCH:
H.R. 7133.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article 1, Section 8, Clause 18: The Con-
gress shall have Power To . make all
Laws which shall be necessary and proper for
carrying into Execution the foregoing Pow-
ers, and all other Powers vested by this Con-
stitution in the Government of the United

States, or in any Department or Officer
thereof.
By Mr. CORREA:
H.R. 7134.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

(1) The U.S. Constitution including Article
1, Section 8.

By Mr. YOUNG of Alaska:

H.R. 7135.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article I, Section 8

The constitutional authority of Congress
to enact this legislation is provided by Arti-
cle I, section 8 of the United States Constitu-
tion (clauses 3 and 18), which grants Con-
gress the power to regulate commerce with
foreign nations and among the several
states; and to make all laws which shall be
necessary and proper for carrying into execu-
tion the foregoing powers.

————

ADDITIONAL SPONSORS

Under clause 7 of rule XII, sponsors
were added to public bills and resolu-
tions, as follows:

H.R. 778: Mr. KILDEE.

H.R. 919: Mr. MAST.

H.R. 1038: Mr. ESTES of Kansas and Mr.
LOUDERMILK.

H.R. 1291: Mr. AGUILAR.

H.R. 1456: Ms. WILSON of Florida.

H.R. 1515: Mr. KENNEDY.

H.R. 1566: Mrs. CAROLYN
New York.
. 1639:
. 1727:
. 2001:
. 2012:
. 2092:
. 2491:
. 2639:
. 2976:
. 3400:
. 3409:
. 3666:
. 3730:
. 3734:

B. MALONEY of

. PANETTA.
. NORTON.

. COHEN.

. COHEN.

. AGUILAR and Mr. KENNEDY.
. CRIST.

. COHEN.

. DELANEY.
. NORTON.

. TIPTON.

. POCAN.

. MEEKS.

. COHEN.
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H.R. 3956: Mr. LOUDERMILK.

H.R. 3981: Ms. BONAMICI.

H.R. 4022: Mr. HUFFMAN.

H.R. 4107: Mr. ARRINGTON, Mr. WESTERMAN,
Mr. GUTHRIE, Mr. O'HALLERAN, Mr. WEBER of
Texas, and Ms. CASTOR of Florida.

H.R. 4159: Mr. AGUILAR.

H.R. 4256: Mr. GIANFORTE and Mr. SAR-
BANES.

. 4333: Mr. DELANEY.

. 4339: Mr. DELANEY.

. 4391: Mrs. WATSON COLEMAN.

. 4415: Mr. TED LIEU of California.
. 4459: Ms. ESTY of Connecticut.

H.R. 4691: Mr. HIMES and Mr. DELANEY.

H.R. 4732: Mr. LATTA, Mr. SHERMAN, and
Mr. JONES.

. 4777: Ms. LEE.

. 5028: Ms. NORTON.
. 5156: Mr. QUIGLEY.
. 51568: Mr. QUIGLEY.

H.R. 5161: Mr. LIPINSKI.

H.R. 5233: Mr. MULLIN and Ms. MAXINE
WATERS of California.

H.R. 5244: Mr. FITZPATRICK.

H.R. 5541: Mr. KRISHNAMOORTHI,
PETERS, and Mr. DELANEY.

H.R. 5855: Mr. POSEY and Mr. NEWHOUSE.

H.R. 5911: Mr. TONKO.

H.R. 5922: Mr. DELANEY.

H.R. 5955: Mr. MCGOVERN.

H.R. 6263: Mr. DELANEY.

H.R. 6455: Miss RICE of New York.

H.R. 6469: Mr. KIND.

H.R. 6510: Mr. Jopy B. HICE of Georgia,
Mrs. BEATTY, Mr. GARRETT, Mr. LAHOOD, and
Mr. RUTHERFORD.

H.R. 6525: Ms. SANCHEZ.

H.R. 6543: Mr. SEAN PATRICK MALONEY of
New York and Mr. THOMPSON of Mississippi.

H.R. 65689: Mr. COHEN, Mr. RASKIN, Mr. PaA-
NETTA, Mr. MOULTON, and Mr. POCAN.

H.R. 6636: Mr. CURTIS, Mr. BRENDAN F.
BoYLE of Pennsylvania, and Ms. ROS-
LEHTINEN.

H.R. 6637: Ms. LOFGREN.

H.R. 6726: Mr. HOLDING.

H.R. 6771: Mr. GENE GREEN of Texas, Mr.
THOMPSON of Mississippi, and Mr. HARPER.

H.R. 6800: Mr. BLUMENAUER, Mr. RYAN of
Ohio, and Ms. SCHAKOWSKY.

H.R. 6854: Mr. MEADOWS and Mr. BUDD.

H.R. 6874: Mr. SWALWELL of California.

H.R. 6927: Mr. RUTHERFORD and Mr.
AGUILAR.

H.R. 6933: Mr. KING of Iowa.

H.R. 6941: Mr. POSEY.

H.R. 6953: Mr. SWALWELL of California.

H.R. 6987: Ms. LOFGREN.

H.R. 7062: Mr. KENNEDY and Mr. RUPPERS-
BERGER.

H.R. 7078: Mr. KILDEE.

H.R. 7080: Mr. POCAN.

H.R. 7086: Mrs. BusTOoS and Mr. GONZALEZ
of Texas.

H. Con. Res. 70: Mr. DELANEY.

H. Res. 220: Mr. VISCLOSKY and Mr. GENE
GREEN of Texas.

Res. 623: Ms. MOORE.

Res. 993: Mr. LAHOOD.

Res. 1031: Ms. ADAMS.

Res. 1063: Mr. RASKIN.

Res. 1104: Mr. AGUILAR.

Res. 1111: Mr. RUPPERSBERGER.

Res. 1145: Mr. CRIST, Mr. DELANEY, and
Mr. YARMUTH.

Mr.

DELETIONS OF SPONSORS FROM
PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS

Under clause 7 of rule XII, sponsors
were deleted from public bills and reso-
lutions, as follows:

H.R. 5276: Mr. GENE GREEN of Texas.
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The Senate met at 2 p.m. and was
called to order by the Honorable SHEL-
LEY MOORE CAPITO, a Senator from the
State of West Virginia.

————

PRAYER

The Chaplain, Dr. Barry C. Black, of-
fered the following prayer:

Let us pray.

Eternal God, thank You for the gift
of fruitful labor. Forgive us for the
help we might have given someone in
need and did not give.

Use our lawmakers for Your glory.
May they not thoughtlessly think,
speak, or act in ways that wound or
harm. Grant that they will do nothing
that would bring shame to themselves,
grief to their families, or sorrow to
You.

Lord, thank You for the strategic
role of the U.S. Senate and Your un-
folding providence for our beloved Na-
tion. Help us all to be faithful to the
destiny You intend for our lives.

We pray in Your great Name. Amen.

———

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE

The Presiding Officer led the Pledge
of Allegiance, as follows:

I pledge allegiance to the Flag of the
United States of America, and to the Repub-
lic for which it stands, one nation under God,
indivisible, with liberty and justice for all.

APPOINTMENT OF ACTING
PRESIDENT PRO TEMPORE

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will please read a communication
to the Senate from the President pro
tempore (Mr. HATCH).

The senior assistant legislative clerk
read the following letter:

U.S. SENATE,
PRESIDENT PRO TEMPORE,
Washington, DC, November 14, 2018.
To the Senate:

Under the provisions of rule I, paragraph 3,

of the Standing Rules of the Senate, I hereby

Senate

appoint the Honorable SHELLEY MOORE CAP-
ITO, a Senator from the State of West Vir-
ginia, to perform the duties of the Chair.
ORRIN G. HATCH,
President pro tempore.
Mrs. CAPITO thereupon assumed the
Chair as Acting President pro tempore.
The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. The Senator from Mississippi.

————

COAST GUARD REAUTHORIZATION
BILL

Mr. WICKER. Madam President, I
wish to say a word or two about the
Coast Guard bill, which is coming up
soon. I assure my colleagues that when
the leader comes to the Chamber to
make leadership remarks, I will cer-
tainly defer to him.

I cannot tell you how pleased I am
that we are finally getting to the point
of passing a Coast Guard Reauthoriza-
tion Act. We have worked on this for
some time—intensely, actually, for 3
years—and I wish to commend Senator
SULLIVAN of Alaska and Senator
THUNE, the chairman of the Commerce
Committee, for doing such great work
on this.

The Coast Guard reauthorization bill
will allow us to let the Coast Guard
continue to do all of the vital things
they do to help the people of this Na-
tion. It will allow us to rebuild the
fleet, strengthen facilities on shore,
and refurbish the aircraft of the Coast
Guard, all while ensuring support for
the highly trained 40,000 Active-Duty
members of the Coast Guard and some
46,000 people who serve in either the
Reserve, civilian, or auxiliary force of
the Coast Guard.

A lot of Americans really don’t have
a complete understanding of the 11
statutory functions of the U.S. Coast
Guard. I will not go through all of
those, except to say that these are
vital to the safety and security of the
United States. I will just mention that
in my own State of Mississippi, after
Hurricane Katrina, one of the first

groups to come in and respond was the
Coast Guard, living up to their motto
of Semper Paratus—‘‘Always Ready.”
There were an estimated 60,000 people
who needed to be saved from flooded
homes, buildings, and rooftops by the
Coast Guard, and they did their job.
The lifesaving work continued in 2017
and in 2018 with historic rescue and re-
covery efforts for such disasters as
Irma, Florence, Maria, Michael, and
the list goes on and on. Simply put, the
Coast Guard is there when coastal com-
munities are at risk.

They are also there when it comes to
organized crime and drug interdic-
tion—another very important aspect of
the Coast Guard. Last week the Coast
Guard made news. The cutter Dauntless
returned to Pensacola, FL, following a
$27 million cocaine bust in the eastern
Pacific.

Americans may see the Coast Guard
on the news only because of big drug
busts or in the aftermath of a hurri-
cane, but these men and women also
are in every corner of the globe, pro-
tecting our natural resources and our
national interests, coordinating search
and rescue missions, and saving lives—
saving lives every day.

So our hat is off to the Coast Guard,
and my hat is off to the leaders of this
body who have given us an excellent re-
authorization bill.

In a single day, we might see the
Coast Guard handling some 45 search
and rescue missions in a single day or
saving 10 lives in a single day or saving
more than $1.2 million in property in a
single day or ensuring the proper
transport of $8.7 billion in goods and
commodities.

As I assured Members when I began
these remarks, it is my honor to yield
to the distinguished majority leader
for whatever leadership remarks he
might want to make.

® This “bullet” symbol identifies statements or insertions which are not spoken by a Member of the Senate on the floor.

Printed on recycled paper.
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RECOGNITION OF THE MAJORITY
LEADER

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. COT-
TON). The majority leader is recog-
nized.

———

WELCOMING OUR NEW
COLLEAGUES

Mr. MCCONNELL. Mr. President, we
continue to welcome our new Senators-
elect, who are in town this week for
orientation meetings and votes on
party leadership. Yesterday evening,
the Democratic leader and I had the
honor of toasting our future colleagues
at our traditional bipartisan welcome
dinner.

It is quite a distinguished group.
Some of our new colleagues are tal-
ented legislators who will simply be re-
locating from the other side of the Cap-
itol. Some are coming to the Senate as
private citizens who have built success-
ful careers outside the world of poli-
tics. Some have already served as
statewide elected officials and are com-
ing to Washington for the first time.

It is our pleasure to welcome these
future Senators and congratulate all of
them.

—————
LEADERSHIP VOTES

Mr. McCCONNELL. Mr. President,
speaking of looking ahead, just a few
hours ago our Republican conference
came together and chose the leadership
team that will serve for the 116th Con-
gress.

Our Republican leadership team will
feature faces both new and familiar. We
are looking forward to earning our col-
leagues’ trust and working as hard as
we can to seize the opportunities that
will lie before us this coming Congress.

It is my honor to have been asked by
my colleagues to continue serving as
leader. I can honestly say that not a
day goes by when I am not humbled
and honored by this opportunity to
serve my colleagues, the institution of
the Senate, and our incredible country
in whatever measure I am capable.

I know my friend the Democratic
leader feels much the same. I want to
congratulate him on his election as
leader once again. I look forward to
working with him and his colleagues to
move the ball and to make bipartisan
progress for the American people.

—————
BUSINESS BEFORE THE SENATE

Mr. McCCONNELL. Mr. President,
now, on to the work that is currently
before us: We voted yesterday to ad-
vance important legislation that will
preserve our national security, ensure
our readiness, and expand economic op-
portunity. The bill before us to reau-
thorize the Coast Guard funding will
ensure that the brave men and women
who put themselves in harm’s way
every single day have access to the re-
sources they need.

America calls on our Coast Guard to
protect our ports, to protect our
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coasts, to safeguard the shipping lanes
that enable American commerce, to
stem the tide of illegal drugs before
they reach our shores, and to brave
even the fiercest natural disasters that
save American lives. They always an-
swer the call. They are always ready.
So it is our obligation as a Congress to
keep the Coast Guard authorized and
adequately resourced to do the job.

When we pass the legislation before
us, we will do just that, and we will do
even more because this bill also in-
cludes important reforms that will
streamline needlessly complicated gov-
ernment regulations and help commu-
nities and small businesses harness the
great resource that is America’s water-
ways.

In my home State of Kentucky alone,
we have 1,900-plus miles of navigable
waterways. They support 13,000 jobs.
This bill includes a major victory for
those Kentuckians and for Americans
in a number of other States.

The Vessel Incidental Discharge Act
will unwind the confusing, redundant
tangle of rules and regulations that
States, the EPA, and the Coast Guard
have all piled on to vessel owners and
barge operators who are, frankly, just
trying to make a living. With this leg-
islation, that tangled mess will go
away. It will be replaced by a single, ef-
ficient, and uniform standard, which
the Coast Guard will enforce. It is a
commonsense step, and it is something
that has been thoroughly bipartisan.

This legislation passed the Com-
merce Committee on a voice vote. It
has actually been reported out several
different times, including when the
Senate was controlled by Democrats.
So I look forward to delivering these
important measures for the Coast
Guard, for Kentuckians, and for many
more Americans when we pass this leg-
islation later today.

———

NOMINATION OF MICHELLE
BOWMAN

Mr. MCCONNELL. Mr. President, we
will also vote to advance the nomina-
tion of Michelle Bowman to serve on
the Federal Reserve Board. Ms. Bow-
man brings experience as a community
banker and as a banking regulator,
currently serving as the State Banking
Commissioner of Kansas. Her nomina-
tion comes before us in a year when the
Senate has taken substantive legisla-
tive action on behalf of America’s com-
munity banks and the communities
they serve.

As we were reminded when we passed
bipartisan reforms to Dodd-Frank a
few months ago, smaller lenders pro-
vide more than 50 percent of small
business loans and nearly 80 percent of
agricultural loans nationwide. So it is
as important now as ever that these in-
stitutions and their needs are rep-
resented on the Federal Reserve Board.

By any standard, Ms. Bowman is very
well prepared to serve in a seat des-
ignated specifically for an expert on
community banking. So I urge each of
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my colleagues to join me in voting to
confirm another of the President’s
well-qualified nominees for Federal
service.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Mississippi.

Mr. WICKER. Mr. President, it is my
understanding that the distinguished
Democratic leader will be coming in
soon to participate in leadership time,
but until such time, I ask unanimous
consent to address the Senate on the
Coast Guard bill for 5 minutes.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

——————

COAST GUARD REAUTHORIZATION
BILL

Mr. WICKER. Mr. President, as the
Presiding Officer entered the Chamber
and took the Chair, I was explaining to
Members what the Coast Guard does—
all the various vital activities they do
to provide for the safety and security
of Americans. Let me tell my col-
leagues just a few things this bill does.
The distinguished majority leader was
discussing this in his remarks also.

This bill that we are about to vote on
takes big steps in recapitalizing our
vessel fleet. I am proud to say that
shipbuilders across the country, includ-
ing in my State of Mississippi, are re-
building our fleet. In Mississippi, we
have built six national security cutters
that are currently operational. The
seventh and eighth ships have been
built and are scheduled to be commis-
sioned next year. These ships are some
of the most technologically advanced
vessels in the world.

The Coast Guard needs more modern
national security cutters to combat
transnational organized crime. These
cutters make up the backbone of this
effort, and, as we know, the criminals
who undermine our borders and our Na-
tion’s social and political development
are not contained by borders.

In addition, the Coast Guard bill rec-
ognizes the importance of national se-
curity cutters by authorizing
multiyear contracts that will lead to
procurement of a 10th, 11th, and 12th
vessel. So we are making great
progress there. These cutters are high-
ly advanced patrol boats that could de-
ploy independently for a number of
missions along our ports, waterways,
and coasts.

In addition, the bill does not over-
look the Coast Guard’s shoreline infra-
structure, instead authorizing more
than $170 million for these facilities.
This includes steps to repair and re-
place its aging rotary-wing aircraft.

Other provisions in the bill would
clarify the Coast Guard’s role in na-
tional security as a member of our
Armed Forces, and they are and should
be clarified as a member of the Armed
Forces; establish a land-based, un-
manned aircraft system program; help
modernize the Coast Guard’s
healthcare system; enable block-buy
contracts for ship acquisition; and con-
duct an advanced maintenance pro-
gram for the Polar Star, our only
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heavy polar icebreaker. Our sole ice-
breaker is now 42 years old and 12 years
past its intended service life. So this
will allow us to pay more attention to
the Arctic.

Finally, let me stress to my col-
leagues and once again express appre-
ciation to the leadership of the com-
mittee that we are finally passing the
Vessel Incidental Discharge Act,
known as VIDA, which provides much
needed relief to our commercial vessel
industry. This relief would come
through a single, science-based na-
tional standard for ballast water dis-
charge and other vessel discharges.
These discharges must take place; it is
just a question of what the regulation
is and how we take care of our econ-
omy and our environment.

Currently, commercial vessel owners
are obligated to meet standards from
the Coast Guard, standards from the
EPA, and standards from 25 individual
States. This can mean spending mil-
lions of dollars to install equipment,
which may or may not ensure compli-
ance with these regulations. Such bur-
dens have put a strain on U.S. busi-
nesses and U.S. commerce. This bill
will give us one nationwide standard,
lifting the burden off of these busi-
nesses and lifting the burden off of peo-
ple who would like to actually get out
there and create more jobs instead of
comply with a myriad of various regu-
lations.

Under VIDA, the Coast Guard would
be the lead agency to enforce these reg-
ulations, but it will also do this in con-
sultation with EPA. In other words,
VIDA uses the expertise of both of
these excellent agencies, the Coast
Guard and the EPA, and leverages the
expertise of both agencies. It is quite
an achievement.

I see my friend from Florida here. He
may want me to yield on this question.
But there has been a bipartisan effort,
and the bipartisan vote yesterday was
quite gratifying.

Again, thank you to Chairman
THUNE, thank you to Senator SUL-
LIVAN, and thank you to my friends on
the other side of the aisle for making
this bipartisan, long-range effort fi-
nally come to fruition this afternoon.

Mr. NELSON. Would the Senator
yield?

Mr. WICKER. I would be delighted to
yield to my friend.

Mr. NELSON. Mr. President, this is
an example of where the Senate can get
something done. There were many
twists and turns to the Coast Guard
bill, but at the end of the day, we all
came together in a bipartisan way to
get it done, and I thank the Senator
from Mississippi.

Mr. WICKER. Mr. President, reclaim-
ing my time, I thank the Senator from
Florida for making those points and for
his leadership as ranking member of
the Commerce Committee. In this re-
gard, I suggest the vote coming up soon
will be probably as lopsided as the one
on cloture yesterday. That is a good
sign. It took us a while to get there, I
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would say to my friend from Florida,
but we are there now, and it is a great
achievement for our economy, for the
environment, and for the Coast Guard
as a whole.

Mr. President, I yield the floor.

Mr. CARDIN. Mr. President, I rise to
express my opposition to S. 140, the
Coast Guard reauthorization bill, be-
cause it prevents State regulation of
the discharge of pollutants from ves-
sels engaged in maritime commerce
and because it exempts one certain ves-
sel from current fire safety standards.

First, the bill includes a provision,
known as the Vessel Incidental Dis-
charge Act, which would dictate how
ballast water from ships is regulated in
the United States. While I appreciate
the hard work of the Senate Commit-
tees on Commerce, Science and Trans-
portation and Environment and Public
Works and their commitment to bipar-
tisan negotiation on this issue, I unfor-
tunately cannot support a bill that in-
cludes the Vessel Incidental Discharge
Act, even as currently modified. The
problem is that this provision preempts
Maryland’s authority to set standards
on the discharge of ballast water from
ships that are more protective of the
Chesapeake Bay than the standards set
by the Federal Government.

Ballast water can contain invasive
species like blue catfish and zebra mus-
sels, among a host of others, that
threaten the delicate balance of life in
the bay. The Chesapeake Bay is the Na-
tion’s largest estuary. It generates $1
trillion in economic benefit to the wa-
tershed region. The shoreline of the
Chesapeake and its tidal tributaries
stretches for over 2,000 miles. More
than 100,000 streams and rivers and
thousands of acres of wetlands provide
the freshwater that flows into the
Chesapeake Bay. If we do not protect
the health of this incredible network of
waters, we cannot hope to restore the
Chesapeake Bay to its former glory.

Fortunately, the health of the bay is
improving. According to the latest re-
port card from the University of Mary-
land Center for Environmental
Science, the bay earned a C grade, sig-
nifying the first time that score is
meaningfully trending in the right di-
rection and that restoration efforts are
beginning to have an enduring impact.

Additionally, the effort to clean up
and restore the bay creates new job and
economic growth opportunities around
the bay States. For example, the
watermen that depend on healthy pop-
ulations of blue crab, oysters, menha-
den, and rockfish—for striped bass—de-
pend on those species not being out-
competed for food or eaten by invasive
species. People throughout the water-
shed depend on the bay for their liveli-
hoods and for recreation.

Though we in the Chesapeake Bay
watershed are making great strides in
improving the quality of the Chesa-
peake Bay, we still have a long way to
go. The last thing the bay and the peo-
ple who depend on it need now is the
additional stress of invasive species.
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Furthermore, this bill includes a pro-
vision that would exempt one vessel
from current fire safety standards, an-
other provision by which I cannot
abide.

A series of fires aboard international
passenger ships in the early 1960s
prompted the U.S. to enact the Safety
of Life at Sea Act, SOLAS, which man-
dated that ‘“‘no passenger vessel of the
United States shall be granted a cer-
tificate of inspection [. . .] unless the
vessel is constructed of fire-retardant
materials.”” Despite the enactment of
the SOLAS standards and the opposi-
tion of the U.S. Coast Guard, Congress
has repeatedly exempted one ship, the
Delta Queen, from the SOLAS fire safe-
ty standards.

Current law requires passenger ves-
sels with overnight accommodations
for 50 or more passengers to be con-
structed of fire-retardant materials,
unless an exemption is made, but in
the case of the Delta Queen, the U.S.
Coast Guard has consistently opposed
legislation to provide the Delta Queen
an exemption to remain in service as
an overnight passenger cruise vessel.

A Coast Guard special inspection re-
port on the Delta Queen in 2008 found
‘“‘an unnecessary and unacceptable ac-
cumulation of combustible fire load.”
In a January 8, 2016, letter to Senator
BILL NELSON, the Coast Guard’s then
Assistant Secretary of Legislative Af-
fairs wrote ‘‘the Department of Home-
land Security is resigned to oppose
continuously any legislation that
would provide any form of statutory
relief for the steamer Delta Queen.”

Section 834 of this bill is contrary to
public safety. It is contrary to the
Safety of Life at Sea Act regulations
which have been in full force in the
U.S. since 1966, and it is contrary to
the guidance of the U.S. Coast Guard.

The Delta Queen is an old ship made
of wood. The boilers are original and
open to the wood superstructure. There
are no structural boundaries to contain
a fire and only one means of egress.

I understand that supporters of this
provision are concerned about the his-
toric preservation of this ship and the
economic opportunities that operation
of the ship could bring to its homeport,
but we should be concerned first and
foremost with the safety of the people
who will work on the ship and vacation
on the ship. They can have the same
opportunities and experiences on a ship
that is compliant with the reasonable
safety standards that have been in
place in this country for more than 50
years.

Mr. VAN HOLLEN. Mr. President,
today the Senate will complete work
on a new 2-year authorization for the
U.S. Coast Guard, the Federal Mari-
time Commission, and on regulations
related to vessel discharges and other
matters.

This bill is intended to give our Coast
Guard the certainty it needs to operate
in a constantly changing environment,
and I appreciate the significant bipar-
tisan work that has gone into the legis-
lation we vote on today. Maryland is



S6940

home to the Coast Guard yard in Curtis
Bay, our Nation’s facility for maintain-
ing and repairing the Coast Guard
fleet, and I am proud of the work they
do every day to support the security of
our Nation and ships at sea. However, I
remain concerned with title IV of this
bill, the Vessel Incidental Discharge
Act, VIDA, which would regulate bal-
last water discharge from ships in the
United States. While these provisions
have improved since they were first
brought to the floor, the title con-
tinues to preempt State authority on
ballast water discharge from ships. The
State of Maryland currently has a
more protective standard that is crit-
ical to maintaining a healthy Chesa-
peake Bay. The Chesapeake Bay Water-
shed is enormous: 64,000 square miles,
part of six States and the entire Dis-
trict of Columbia, and almost 18 mil-
lion people.

The Chesapeake Bay is one of Mary-
land’s crown jewels, and it is of upmost
importance to me that we continue the
progress in cleaning up the bay. The
Chesapeake Bay is a delicate eco-
system that is particularly sensitive to
invasive species that can be spread
through ballast water discharge. These
invasive species could compete with
our native species in the bay like blue
crab, oysters, and striped bass.

There are many provisions of this bill
that I will support through the con-
ference process, including additional
funding for operating expenses and ac-
quisition funding and $30 million for
environmental compliance and restora-
tion. The Coast Guard yard in Curtis
Bay is currently on EPA’s National
Priorities List and the Coast Guard’s
priority list and is eligible for this
funding.

The bill also includes a provision
that allows for incentive payments to
go to Curtis Bay’s wage-grade employ-
ees who demonstrate improvements in
performance or delivery during a
project.

I hope to gain clarity on section 310
of the bill, which claims to provide
more flexibility to choose where ship
alterations or repairs can occur. I am
concerned that this provision may have
unintended consequences in certain sit-
uations, particularly with respect to
the Coast Guard yard. As this bill
moves to conference and eventually the
President, I hope to work with my col-
leagues to clear up this provision and
will continue to advocate for the rights
of States like Maryland to protect
their clean water.

I will vote no today, but believe that
we can continue to improve this bill in
the conference process. I look forward
to working with my colleagues to do
S0.

RESERVATION OF LEADER TIME

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under
the previous order, the leadership time
is reserved.
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CONCLUSION OF MORNING
BUSINESS

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Morning
business is closed.

AMENDING THE WHITE MOUNTAIN
APACHE TRIBE WATER RIGHTS
QUANTIFICATION ACT OF 2010

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under
the previous order, the Senate will re-
sume consideration of the House mes-
sage to accompany S. 140, which the
clerk will report.

The senior assistant legislative clerk
read as follows:

House message to accompany S. 140, a bill
to amend the White Mountain Apache Tribe
Water Rights Quantification Act of 2010 to
clarify the use of amounts in the WMAT Set-
tlement Fund.

Pending:

McConnell motion to concur in the amend-
ment of the House to the bill, with McCon-
nell (for Thune) modified amendment No.
4054, in the nature of a substitute.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
question now occurs on the motion to
concur in the House amendment to S.
140, with amendment No. 4054, as modi-
fied.

Mr. WICKER. Mr. President, I ask for
the yeas and nays.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there a
sufficient second?

There appears to be a sufficient sec-
ond.

The clerk will call the roll.

The senior assistant bill clerk called
the roll.

The result was announced—yeas 94,
nays 6, as follows:

[Rollcall Vote No. 241 Leg.]
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Senate the pending cloture motion,
which the clerk will state.

The senior assistant legislative clerk
read as follows:

CLOTURE MOTION

We, the undersigned Senators, in accord-
ance with the provisions of rule XXII of the
Standing Rules of the Senate, do hereby
move to bring to a close debate on the nomi-
nation of Michelle Bowman, of Kansas, to be
a Member of the Board of Governors of the
Federal Reserve System for the unexpired
term of fourteen years from February 1, 2006.

Mitch McConnell, Mike Rounds, Jon Kyl,
Tom Cotton, John Thune, Roger F.
Wicker, Thom Tillis, John Boozman,
Steve Daines, John Barrasso, David
Perdue, Johnny Isakson, Pat Roberts,
John Hoeven, Mike Crapo, Lindsey
Graham, Jerry Moran.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. By unan-
imous consent, the mandatory quorum
call has been waived.

The question is, Is it the sense of the
Senate that debate on the nomination
of Michelle Bowman, of Kansas, to be a
Member of the Board of Governors of
the Federal Reserve System for the un-
expired term of fourteen years from
February 1, 2006, shall be brought to a
close?

The yeas and nays are mandatory
under the rule.

The clerk will call the roll.

The senior assistant legislative clerk
called the roll.

Mr. DURBIN. I announce that the
Senator from Florida (Mr. NELSON) is
necessarily absent.

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr.
TOOMEY). Are there any other Senators
in the Chamber desiring to vote?

The yeas and nays resulted—yeas 63,
nays 36, as follows;

[Rollcall Vote No. 242 Ex.]

YEAS—94
Alexander Gardner Murray
Baldwin Graham Nelson
Barrasso Grassley Paul
Bennet Hassan Perdue
Blumenthal Hatch Peters
Blunt Heinrich Portman
Booker Heitkamp Reed
Boozman Heller Risch
Brown Hirono Roberts
Burr Hoeven Rounds
Cantwell Hyde-Smith Rubi
Capito Inhofe ublo
Carper Isakson Sasse
Casey Johnson Schatz
Cassidy Jones Scott
Collins Kaine Shaheen
Coons Kennedy Shelby
Corker King Smith
Cornyn Klobuchar Stabenow
Cortez Masto Kyl Sullivan
Cotton Lankford Tester
Crapo Leahy Thune
Cruz Lee Tillis
Daines Manchin Toomey
Donnelly Markey Udall
Duckworth McCaskill
Durbin McConnell gz;?:;
Enzi Menendez Whi

itehouse

Ernst Merkley Wicker
Feinstein Moran
Fischer Murkowski Wyden
Flake Murphy Young

NAYS—6
Cardin Harris Schumer
Gillibrand Sanders Van Hollen

The motion was agreed to.

———————

CLOTURE MOTION

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Pursuant
to rule XXII, the Chair lays before the

YEAS—63
Alexander Flake Moran
Barrasso Gardner Murkowski
Bennet Graham Perdue
Blunt Grassley Peters
Boozman Hassan Portman
Burr Hatch Risch
Capito Heitkamp Roberts
Carper Heller Rounds
Cassidy Hoeven Rubio
Collins Hyde-Smith Sasse
Coons Inhofe Scott
Corker Isakson Shaheen
Cornyn Johnson Shelby
Cotton Jones Sullivan
Crapo Kaine Tester
Cruz Kennedy Thune
Daines Kyl Tillis
Donnelly Lankford Toomey
Enzi Lee Warner
Ernst Manchin Wicker
Fischer McConnell Young
NAYS—36
Baldwin Harris Paul
Blumenthal Heinrich Reed
Booker Hirono Sanders
Brown King Schatz
Cantwell Klobuchar Schumer
Cardin Leahy Smith
Casey Markey Stabenow
Cortez Masto McCaskill Udall
Duckworth Menendez Van Hollen
Durbin Merkley Warren
Feinstein Murphy Whitehouse
Gillibrand Murray Wyden
NOT VOTING—1
Nelson

The PRESIDING OFFICER. On this
vote, the yeas are 63, the nays are 36.
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The motion is agreed to.
———

EXECUTIVE CALENDAR

The PRESIDING OFFICER.
clerk will report the nomination.

The senior assistant legislative clerk
read the nomination of Michelle Bow-
man, of Kansas, to be a Member of the
Board of Governors of the Federal Re-
serve System for the unexpired term of
fourteen years from February 1, 2006.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ma-
jority whip.

SENATE ACCOMPLISHMENTS

Mr. CORNYN. Mr. President, as I re-
turn to the Nation’s Capital from
home, back in Austin, TX, so we can
finish our work out before the end of
the year, I want to relay some of the
wisdom that I heard from working fam-
ilies and Texans back home about their
verdict on what we have done so far
this year and actually even last year.

I stopped by a couple of food banks—
one in North Texas and one in El
Paso—ahead of this year’s upcoming
holiday season. This is when they have
the greatest demand for food by people
who need either to supplement their
diets or who rely on food banks to pro-
vide them with their basic sustenance.

I also had a chance to visit with a
Nobel Prize winner at the MD Ander-
son Cancer Center, Dr. Jim Allison, to
discuss his groundbreaking work in
cancer treatment, much of which was
funded by money we have appropriated
to the National Institutes of Health,
which, in turn, provides grants for
basic science and other research that
come up with lifesaving cures, such as
Dr. Allison has come up with.

Then I met with the local leadership
in the Corpus Christi area, down in the
gulf coast, to discuss their Hurricane
Harvey recovery process. It has been a
little over a year since Hurricane Har-
vey hit. Of course, many of those com-
munities and many families are con-
tinuing to recover from that devasta-
tion.

I also held a roundtable with local
leaders and the drug-free communities
councils to discuss how local, State,
and Federal leaders can work together
to fight the supply of illegal drugs
coming into the country and to support
those who are in recovery from addic-
tion. It won’t surprise you that people
had a lot to say. Yet their stories re-
mind me that while being back here in
Washington—although Texas is a long
way away, about 3 hours or so by jet—
folks back home are paying attention
to what we are doing here, and I know
some of that gets lost in the back-and-
forth of the political campaigns that
have just passed.

There is one thing that we have done
that I think has been well received, and
that is, since the voters gave us a Re-
publican in the White House and gave
us Republican majorities in the House
and the Senate, we have put our foot
on the gas pedal and haven’t let off
since. We have delivered concrete re-
sults for the American people, and they

The
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have continued to see gains under this
administration—promises made and
promises kept.

I will start with the transformation
of the Federal judiciary. One of the
most important jobs the U.S. Senate
has under the Constitution is to pro-
vide advice and consent on executive
branch nominations—in this case, to
our article IIT courts. A historic num-
ber of judges who will interpret the law
as written have been confirmed under
the administration. That number is 84,
and it includes the most ever appellate
judges—the midlevel Federal courts—
to have ever been confirmed during a
President’s first 2 years in office. These
are principled, experienced, highly
skilled lawyers and judges who respect
precedent and understand their critical
but limited role under our system of
government. Their job is to interpret
the law; they shouldn’t rewrite it. That
is one of the principal battles we end
up fighting when Supreme Court nomi-
nations come across the well of the
Senate floor. There are those who
think that judges should be able to im-
pose their views on the American peo-
ple even though they don’t run for elec-
tion and have lifetime tenures, but
that is simply not our system. In my
view, that is an impermissible role to
be played by a judge.

When it comes to judges, perhaps our
two greatest achievements have been
Neil Gorsuch and Brett Kavanaugh,
both of whom were confirmed to the
U.S. Supreme Court. Yet, as I say, we
have confirmed a total of 84 other Fed-
eral judges, including 3 on the Fifth
Circuit Court of Appeals from Texas.
All of these nominees and now judges
have brought great intellect, legal ex-
pertise, impartiality, and good will to
bear as they make decisions with their
very distinguished colleagues.

We saw the first major overhaul in
the Tax Code in 31 years. It lowered
rates for every tax bracket, doubled
the child tax credit to help working
families, and made our business tax
scheme more competitive globally. All
of this has allowed many of those em-
ployers to pass along benefits through
bonuses and higher wages. We have
also incentivized investment in eco-
nomically distressed communities in
every State through the Opportunity
Zone Program.

Some like to shrug off the benefits of
the Tax Cuts and Jobs Act by calling
the savings crumbs, which is what Ms.
PELOSI has called them, but they are
certainly not taking into account what
I am hearing from my constituents
back home in Texas. The effects of tax
reform are real, and they are extremely
significant to every American. All em-
ployers have been able to provide addi-
tional benefits—as I said, some in the
form of bonuses or in increased pay.
Those who have seen their pay remain
the same have seen more take-home
pay because their tax obligations have
been reduced.

One of the taxpayers I heard from in
Texas was a gentleman by the name of
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David Tong from Arlington, TX, which
is halfway between Fort Worth and
Dallas. Dave wrote to me to say that
the company at which he is employed
has increased the number of hours peo-
ple are able to work. He said Christmas
bonuses have been promised, too, and
that the company has hired more peo-
ple, has bought more new machinery
based on the accelerated depreciation
provided for under the bill, and has
made long overdue repairs to their
working place. Now, with the tax law
changes in place, David says the guys
down on the shop floor are taking
home a little more in their paychecks
each week. He said all of this adds up
and makes a huge difference in the
lives of the guys on the shop floor.

We have heard similar stories from
around the country because more than
700 companies, including many that are
based in Texas, have used the tax sav-
ings to benefit their employees and
their customers. They have announced
pay raises, as I said, and 401(k) match
increases.

We have actually seen seniors and
people on fixed incomes have a de-
crease in their utility bills, when their
electricity is provided by investor-
owned utilities, because of the reduc-
tion in taxes to be paid by those inves-
tor-owned utilities. So there are lower
utility rates for seniors and those on
fixed incomes.

These developments are part of the
reason the economy is thriving. Since
tax reform was signed into law, the
economy has added more than 2 million
jobs, and unemployment has been at its
lowest rate since 1969. My State has a
population that is roughly 38 to 40 per-
cent Hispanic; yet Hispanic unemploy-
ment sits at the record low of 4.4 per-
cent. That is a big deal to my constitu-
ents back home. Joblessness for Afri-
can Americans has fallen to its lowest
level ever—the lowest level ever—
under this administration.

Then, of course, with more demand—
with more money in people’s pockets,
more money to spend—there is more
demand for goods and services. So in
October alone, the economy has added
another 250,000 jobs, exceeding all ex-
pectations. As a matter of fact, the big-
gest concern I hear from employers
now is that they are looking for quali-
fied employees who are able to perform
the jobs that are now available, and
many of these are very well-paying
jobs.

So people are back to work. They are
earning more. They are investing, and
the economy is moving at full throttle.

But it wasn’t just the work of the tax
bill. That was just part of it. Part of it
has to do with the increased confidence
and optimism that people feel about
their future as a result of the improve-
ment of their economic circumstances.
We saw that with the passage of the bi-
partisan Dodd-Frank reform. We have
also provided additional relief to our
community banks and credit unions so
they are able to spend less money on
redtape and have more money invested
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in their local communities and in their
small businesses.

We also know that regulation is im-
portant, but overregulation is a job
killer. We have rolled back overregula-
tion that was stifling job creation, and
we are creating an environment that
fosters job growth. Our reforms have
created a savings of at least $50 billion
for small businesses and entrepreneurs.
That is why the economy is on fire.

We have also done important things
to help improve access to healthcare.
We have repealed the Independent Pay-
ment Advisory Board provisions of
ObamaCare and repealed the costly in-
dividual mandate, which essentially
was a tax on poor people and middle-in-
come people when they couldn’t afford
to buy the ObamacCare policies with all
of the coverage that they didn’t nec-
essarily even want or need, but it
added to the cost of the policy. When
they couldn’t afford the policy, they
were taxed by their own government
and punished through the individual
mandate.

What we have done is to try to re-
store the authority and the power of
citizens themselves to make healthcare
decisions for themselves and their fam-
ilies that they want and that they can
afford by starting to recreate an indi-
vidual market. To me, that is the best
way for us to offer choice and to keep
prices down—to create an individual
market, not for government to man-
date a one-size-fits-all approach, which
is what ObamaCare did. It forced many
young people to pay a lot more for
their insurance to subsidize others who
were covered by ObamacCare.

We also addressed the public health
challenges we face in this country in
another significant way. The Nation’s
drug addiction epidemic killed roughly
72,000 Americans last year. Some 72,000
Americans lost their lives to drug
overdoses. Nearly 50,000 of those were
related to opioids, whether a prescrip-
tion drug or heroin or fentanyl. It has
left many families in disarray and
overwhelmed medical professionals and
emergency personnel in many commu-
nities.

Through the collaboration of about
70 bipartisan proposals—people say
nothing bipartisan happens here, but
thanks to 70 bipartisan proposals—that
were included in this landmark opioids
bill, we are not only addressing stem-
ming the tide of drugs coming across
our border but also supporting those
who are trying to recover from a drug
addiction.

Among other reforms, the law re-
quires screening of packages being
mailed from overseas for substances
like fentanyl. It increases access to
treatment for people with substance
disorders. It expands research into non-
addictive painkillers, and it provides
more money for enforcement and inter-
diction.

But healthy communities are also
safe communities. In addition to the
opioids bill, we took further steps to
enhance the safety of our communities
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and to help victims. With three new
laws, we aimed to reduce the backlog
of untested rape kits in forensic labs so
that perpetrators of sexual assault can
be identified with near certainty and
those wrongly charged can be exoner-
ated.

We also have assisted our law en-
forcement in prosecuting cold cases
and eradicating the scourge of online
sex trafficking. We didn’t stop there,
though. We kept communities’ needs in
mind and turned toward fixing our Na-
tion’s outdated infrastructure.

In October, we passed a major water
infrastructure bill that helps to keep
our communities safe by providing
dams and levees and addressing the
need for drinking water—clean, safe
drinking water—and addressing the
underdevelopment of wastewater sys-
tems across the country.

But our work on infrastructure ex-
tended far beyond public water sys-
tems. It also included passing the Fed-
eral Aviation Administration Reau-
thorization Act, which modernizes air-
port infrastructure, increases safety,
and boosts industry innovation.

We also helped to support our men
and women in uniform, past and
present. By passing a Defense author-
ization bill, we gave our troops the
largest pay raise in nearly 10 years and
began to restore military readiness in
an increasingly dangerous world.

The National Defense Authorization
Act, named after our former chairman
of the Armed Services Committee,
John McCain, ensures that our troops
have the resources, the equipment, and
the training they need to defend our
country and keep Americans safe.

For our veterans, we passed the VA
Mission Act—again, a bipartisan piece
of legislation. Access to healthcare had
become a nightmare for many who sac-
rificed so much for our country. We
saw them being met with difficulty
getting appointments because they
were backlogged so much, or they had
to drive great distances to get access
to basic healthcare. So we passed the
VA Mission Act with an eye toward
providing more efficient access to care
in local communities.

Beyond that, we did the basic work of
funding the Federal Government on
time and through regular order. We
haven’t finished that job yet. We have
until December 7 to finish the job, and
I hope we do. It is not a particularly
flashy topic, but it is one of the most
fundamental duties of the Congress.

So our record is clear, and the voters
responded by rewarding the majority
with an even greater Senate majority
in the next Congress. But we need to
finish out the rest of this year strong.
We are adding to our list of accom-
plishments this week by passing a bi-
partisan bill to provide critical funding
for the Coast Guard. Our Coast Guard
is made up of men and women who risk
their lives to save others and to pro-
tect our ports and to stop illegal drugs
from reaching our country. This bill
ensures that they can continue that
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work with the predictability they de-
serve.

Moving forward, we have a signifi-
cant to-do list before we break for
Christmas. We need to finalize the
farm bill. We need to reauthorize a
number of other bills, and despite the
large number of nominations we were
able to get done before we recessed,
there is still a huge backlog of many
executive branch nominations. For
some reason, after the 2016 election,
our Democratic colleagues decided
they were going to obstruct or delay as
many Trump nominations to executive
agencies on the bench as they could.
Unfortunately, they have been too suc-
cessful in doing so, but I am confident
that the Senate Majority Leader, Sen-
ator MCCONNELL, will use the leverage
of people wanting to get home at
Christmastime and Thanksgiving to
ensure that we get a maximum number
of these noncontroversial nominees
supported. These are people who will
enjoy broad bipartisan support if we
can just get our Democratic colleagues
to quit the obstruction.

We have just a short time left to fin-
ish this Congress strong, but the past 2
years have been an unmitigated suc-
cess for the country. We have delivered
on promises we have made. We have
put money back in the pockets of hard-
working families. We enhanced com-
munity safety and fought for victims.
We have modernized infrastructure and
supported our men and women in uni-
form. I hope we can continue this mo-
mentum into the 116th Congress that
begins in January.

I yield the floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Washington.

COAST GUARD REAUTHORIZATION BILL

Ms. CANTWELL. Mr. President, I
come to the floor this afternoon to
speak about the Coast Guard reauthor-
ization legislation that just passed the
Senate today. I thank my colleagues
for all of their hard work on this im-
portant measure that literally has
taken years to piece together. I thank
Chairman THUNE and Ranking Member
NELSON for working on this legislation
and for incorporating many of the
things that the people of Washington
were interested in seeing as part of this
comprehensive bill. I certainly want to
thank Senator CARPER and the EPW
staff for working on major provisions
of this bill relating to ballast water
and the solutions they put forward.
This bill includes many provisions im-
portant to our Coast Guard, our envi-
ronment, and to our shipbuilding com-
munity. It represents a true bipartisan
effort to find solutions and to put those
solutions into action.

Our State of Washington is rich in its
maritime heritage. The Coast Guard is
a large part of that. With so much
coastline, and so many rivers and
streams, the Coast Guard is so impor-
tant. Our State is home to fishermen,
shipbuilders, Tribes, trade operators,
and a thriving tourism economy. So for
places from Cape Disappointment and
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Grays Harbor to Neah Bay and all the
way up the Columbia River, our Wash-
ington State Coast Guard works tire-
lessly to protect the Northwest and our
environment.

In our State, there are more than
2,000 Active-Duty coasties, 440 reserv-
ists, 192 civilian employees, and an im-
pressive 869 volunteer auxiliary mem-
bers in the Coast Guard.

The Coast Guard plays an important
role in the safety and oversight of our
fisheries. Thousands of Pacific North-
west fishermen call Washington State
home, and over 35,000 Washington
State jobs are supported by the Alaska
fisheries.

While we usually talk about big as-
sets here on the floor, like icebreakers
and national security cutters, Wash-
ington State is also home to heavy surf
stations that serve in some of the most
extreme conditions that people have to
operate under.

This bipartisan Coast Guard legisla-
tion has many provisions that I would
like to talk about this afternoon. I
want to again thank my colleagues for
their great bipartisan work on this leg-
islation.

This legislation has many different
solutions for many of the challenges
our agencies face. I want to again
thank Senator THUNE for working
across the aisle on the various Coast
Guard provisions that are included in
this bill, and I want to thank Senator
SULLIVAN for helping to cosponsor the
authorization of the recapitalization of
the Coast Guard heavy polar ice-
breaker, the Polar Star. The Polar Star
is home-ported in Seattle and is our
only operational heavy icebreaker, cru-
cial for Arctic operations.

The language that we just passed im-
proves the oversight of ships that pose
an oil spill risk in Puget Sound. This is
so important for us moving forward to
have these types of assets in these crit-
ical waters.

This bill also includes language to
strengthen the Coast Guard’s family
leave policies, as they moved forward
to meet other branches in adding paid
family leave. The legislation included
language that helps to improve the
flexibility of that paid family leave for
various parts of our State that are
most hard to serve.

The Coast Guard families should not
be forced to choose between serving
their country and supporting their
families, and I so appreciate the incor-
poration of this language into this leg-
islation.

This bipartisan deal also helps to
protect good shipbuilding jobs at Da-
kota Creek Shipyard. I am a very
strong supporter of the Jones Act, and
I believe it is important that we con-
tinue to have the Jones Act in the fu-
ture. I am proud that we were able to
work together to find a solution to
save good jobs at the Dakota Creek
Shipyard, and I appreciate my col-
leagues working on the incorporation
of that language.

This legislation also included a crit-
ical compromise to address the threat
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of invasive species and the threat they
pose to our waterways in many dif-
ferent parts of the United States. We
worked hard on this solution, con-
sulting with the State of Washington,
and believe that this version, which
does create regulatory certainty for
maritime operators but does so while
still protecting our environment, is
critical.

The bill allows the State of Wash-
ington, which has a strong history of
protecting our waters from invasive
species, to modify the west coast bal-
last water management practices,
which is very important for us to pro-
tect our waterways for the future. It
requires that the most rigorous sci-
entific standards are used—including
the Clean Water Act’s best available
technology standard so important to us
in the Northwest. The bill also creates
tools for emergency response to
invasive species so they can be stopped
before they take a stronghold in our
environment. Lastly, it includes a per-
manent fishing vessel exemption for in-
cidental discharges which do not pose a
threat to our environment.

All of these things were part of a
very comprehensive Coast Guard bill
that tried to give us the best tools pos-
sible to continue to operate in our
coastal areas of the United States, to
have the right resources, to have the
right oversight, to have the right as-
sets, and the right protection of our en-
vironment.

Again, I thank our colleagues on
both sides of the aisle for working so
diligently to finally get this legislation
over the threshold and on to the Presi-
dent’s desk.

The Coast Guard represents such an
important maritime piece of our econ-
omy. I hope our colleagues will realize
we need to give the Coast Guard the re-
sources and assets to do their jobs, not
just now in this legislation but moving
forward as well.

I also want to thank our Coast Guard
fellow, Lieutenant Commander
Michelle Rosenberg, for her time work-
ing on this comprehensive legislation
for the last several years.

I, again, thank my colleagues.

I yield the floor.

I suggest the absence of a quorum.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will call the roll.

The bill clerk proceeded to call the
roll.

Mr. TOOMEY. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that the order for
the quorum call be rescinded.

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr.
GARDNER). Without objection, it is so
ordered.

GUN VIOLENCE

Mr. TOOMEY. Mr. President, winter
has arrived in Pittsburgh. Today, 11 3-
foot-tall wooden Stars of David make
up a sidewalk memorial in the city’s
Squirrel Hill neighborhood, and they
will be brought inside the Tree of Life
Synagogue to protect this display of
the city’s grief from the snowstorm.

Pittsburgh, the Jewish community
and our entire country were shaken by
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a horrific anti-Semitic attack that oc-
curred on October 27, during Shabbat
morning services. Members of three
Jewish congregations were present: the
Tree of Life, Dor Hadash, and New
Light congregations. Eleven innocent
people were senselessly slaughtered in
the attack, and six others were wound-
ed, including four police officers who
responded to the attack.

Even within this act of evil, there
were displays of amazing courage and
humanity: the first responders, who
rushed into danger to apprehend the
shooter and protect others; the Jewish
doctors and nurses who cared for not
just the victims but the shooter as
well. Like Dr. Jeffrey Cohen, president
of Allegheny County Hospital—who is
actually a member of the Tree of Life
Synagogue—displayed an amazing, re-
markable courage and humanity in vis-
iting the shooter to ask him about his
care and to try to make some sense of
the attack.

After such an inexplicable event, all
of us looked for the motivation of the
perpetrator and asked why.

Well, let’s be clear about what this
shooting was about. It was a cowardly
act of brutal violence, fueled by anti-
Semitism, a corrupt and repulsive ide-
ology that really betrays our most fun-
damental values and distorts history.

John Adams had an interesting
quote. John Adams said:

If T was an atheist and believed in blind
eternal fate, I should still believe that fate
had ordained the Jews to be the most essen-
tial instrument for civilizing the nations.
They are the most glorious nation that ever
inhabited this Earth. The Romans and their
Empire were but a Bauble in comparison to
the Jews. They have given religion to three
quarters of the Globe and have influenced
the affairs of Mankind more, and more hap-
pily, than any other Nation ancient or mod-
ern.

Despite Judaism’s incredible con-
tributions to mankind and to our own
country and our country’s founding,
anti-Semitism is still far too preva-
lent. We can’t ignore it. We must con-
demn it. We must challenge it.

I think there is a lesson here from
Dr. Cohen, whom I mentioned earlier.
When asked how he could visit a pa-
tient with so much hatred, Dr. Cohen
replied:

I thought it was important to at least talk
to him and meet him. You can’t on one hand
say we should talk to each other, and then I
don’t talk to him.

I think Dr. Cohen’s wisdom and in-
sights in humanity could be useful for
this body as well. I have spent a lot of
time working with colleagues and oth-
ers to try to find some commonsense
solutions to address some element of
the gun violence that plagues this
country. Too often, it seems to me, we
talk past each other rather than speak-
ing with each other.

I know there are strongly held views
on the Second Amendment, and I am
one of the Senators who has strongly
held views on the Second Amendment.
I am a strong supporter of the Second
Amendment, but I am also convinced
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there is common ground among people
who have different views on the Second
Amendment.

In this session of Congress that we
are wrapping, we overwhelmingly en-
acted legislation to improve NICS, the
National Instant Criminal Background
Check System, which is used to pre-
vent the sale of firearms to people who
should not have firearms. Now think
about that. We all agree firearms
should not be sold to criminals and the
dangerously mentally ill. I have never
heard any colleague in this body sug-
gest that firearms should be sold to
violent criminals or dangerously men-
tally ill people. No. We all agree, as
does our entire society, that these are
people who shouldn’t have firearms. So
we have a NICS system that is de-
signed, when it works well, to identify
people who should not be able to have
firearms because they are convicted
criminals or dangerously mentally ill,
or both, and we in this body recently
passed legislation to improve the effec-
tiveness of that NICS system.

Since we all accept the premise of
the NICS system, and we have in fact
enacted legislation to improve the ef-
fectiveness of the NICS system,
shouldn’t we also agree to close the re-
maining loopholes in the background
check in this NICS system?

One measure that I think ought to be
a consensus measure, and I know has
bipartisan support, is that using the
NICS system, we should cover all com-
mercial sales of firearms with a back-
ground check. This is just a common-
sense measure that is entirely con-
sistent and compatible with the Second
Amendment.

The Constitution guarantees the
rights of law-abiding people to own
firearms, but there is no such right for
violent criminals and those who are
dangerously mentally ill. I am not the
only one who believes that. None other
than the very pro-Second Amendment
Justice Antonin Scalia wrote that it is
completely compatible with the Second
Amendment to have regulations like a
background check.

Senator JOE MANCHIN and I have in-
troduced bipartisan legislation that
would address this loophole, that would
expand background checks. It is pretty
simple. It simply says that all commer-
cial sales of firearms, including those
sales at gun shows and over the inter-
net, need to be subject to criminal and
mental background checks. If you pass
the background check, you get to buy
your gun, but if you fail the back-
ground check, then you are exactly the
kind of person we have all agreed
shouldn’t be able to get a gun. This is
just common sense. By the way, he and
I built into this legislation a number of
provisions to allow law-abiding gun
owners to more fully exercise their
Second Amendment rights.

So I hope my colleagues will join me
in working to advance this common-
sense, bipartisan measure to keep our
communities a little bit safer. I have
never suggested that this would end
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mass shootings in America—that would
be absurd—but it might make it a lit-
tle more difficult for someone who
doesn’t belong owning a firearm to ob-
tain one.

I know in our country many people
feel a deep sense of division. We saw it
after the shooting at the Tree of Life.
We see it sometimes in the debates
here, including over gun safety, but
this isn’t the first time or even the
worst time we have been divided.

Interestingly, Pittsburgh’s Tree of
Life Synagogue was founded in 1864
during the Civil War. When I was in
Pittsburgh following the tragedy, the
day after the attack, I attended a beau-
tiful memorial service just a few miles
from the Tree of Life Synagogue. The
service was at the Soldiers & Sailors
Memorial Hall. At that ceremony,
Catholics, Protestants, Muslims, Jews,
people from every walk of life were rep-
resented. People from the Greater
Pittsburgh area united to support their
Jewish neighbors.

It was fitting to gather at the Sol-
diers & Sailors Memorial. This memo-
rial was founded by veterans of the
Civil War in Allegheny County to
honor the sacrifice and valor of those
who were willing to die to save our
country during that war. The very first
soldier from Allegheny County to die
in the Civil War was a married sales-
man in his early thirties from Pitts-
burgh. He died at the Battle of Wil-
liamsburg on May 5, 1862. His name was
Jacob Brunn. He was Jewish. That
didn’t matter to Pittsburgh. The entire
city turned out for his funeral, the en-
tire city. As one historian put it, ‘‘the
city put religious and political dif-
ferences aside to honor the man who
was first to fall.”

I hope the Senate can also put aside
some of our political differences and do
something sensible. It is our duty, and
it would be a fitting act of remem-
brance for victims of mass shootings—
at the Tree of Life, Thousand Oaks,
Sandy Hook, and all the others whose
deaths from gun violence have scarred
our country.

I yield the floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Arizona.

UNANIMOUS CONSENT REQUEST—S. 2644

Mr. FLAKE. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that the Senate
proceed to the immediate consider-
ation of Calendar No. 393, S. 2644. I fur-
ther ask that the committee-reported
substitute amendment be agreed to,
the bill, as amended, be considered
read a third time and passed, and that
the motion to reconsider be considered
made and laid upon the table.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there
objection?

The majority leader.

Mr. McCONNELL. I object.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objec-
tion is heard.

SPECIAL COUNSEL INDEPENDENCE AND
INTEGRITY ACT

Mr. FLAKE. Mr. President, I rise to

speak in defense of Special Counsel
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Robert Mueller and to defend the vital
role he has played since May of last
year in yet another act of service to his
country in what has been a lifetime of
distinguished service.

For his trouble, Mr. Mueller has been
accused repeatedly and without basis
in fact of conducting a ‘“witch hunt’ in
the course of his current investigation
by none other than the President of the
United States. So I would like to take
this opportunity to say a few words
about what Special Counsel Mueller
and his team have been investigating
and why, as the point of this vital in-
vestigation seems to have been pur-
posely confused and maligned by the
White House in a rather alarming way.

My colleague from Delaware, Senator
CooONs, and I have made the unanimous
consent request to bring this to the
floor, but it has been objected to al-
ready.

This bill is designed to do one thing:
protect the integrity of the special
counsel’s investigation and spare it of
any influence or interference from the
executive branch, including from those
who may themselves be subjects of the
investigation.

The findings of Mr. Mueller’s inves-
tigation are of utmost importance to
the security of this country and to the
well-being of our democratic institu-
tions as well. In America, as we all
know, no one is above the law. Our doc-
trine of separation of powers and the
independence of the judicial system is
what sets us apart from lawless coun-
tries, and Presidents do not get to de-
termine who gets investigated and who
and what does not.

For the record and for history, this
special counsel was appointed to thor-
oughly investigate the attacks on our
electoral system by elements of the
Russian Government during the lead
up to our 2016 general election. How
such an investigation can be a cause of
controversy is beyond me. Surely, we
all recognize it is essential to under-
stand this new form of foreign aggres-
sion so that we might better defend
America against such attacks in the
future; right?

One would think there would be
unanimous national resolve to get to
the bottom of such aggression from an
enemy or foreign power, especially a
foreign power with whom we spent
much of the second half of the 20th cen-
tury locked in a global ideological
struggle, especially when in their re-
newed aggression toward us, they have
targeted the institution we have and
they don’t—free and fair elections.

Vladimir Putin knows he could not
defeat us on the battlefield, and he
knows the ideas at the center of his
former empire were soulless and bank-
rupt. He wants to rob us of what makes
the United States superior to his au-
tocracy. His goal is to turn us against
ourselves and, in doing so, to try to de-
stroy our democracy.

This is a matter of grave national
importance. This is not a moment for
our national leadership to be weak or
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irresolute or compromised in any way.
Some of us in Washington have seemed
strangely incurious about just what
the Russian malefactors did to Amer-
ica in 2016 at the direction of Vladimir
Putin.

Our President has been so incurious
that at times over the past 2 years he
has been eager to accept Putin’s deni-
als at face value. In fact, our executive
branch has generally been in such a
state of denial about the attacks on
our democracy that the White House
has not been aggressive at all in de-
fending against future attacks.

I defy any of us to name a threat so
grave to which the government of the
United States—that we, all of us, in-
cluding this Senate—has responded so
lackadaisically. Why is that? With the
firing of the Attorney General and, in
my view, the improper installation of
an Acting Attorney General who has
not been subject to confirmation by
this body, the President now has this
investigation in his sights, and we all
know it.

My purpose here is not to divine the
President’s motives in his seeming de-
termination to sow doubt about and
curtail Mr. Mueller’s investigation. If,
as the President says, there was no in-
volvement by anyone in his campaign
with the Russian malefactors, then
this investigation—properly con-
ducted—will discover and document
that.

Mr. Mueller has already brought doz-
ens of indictments against Russian na-
tionalists. It is in the national security
interest of the United States to fully
understand what they did to us in 2016.
If the President doesn’t understand
this, we must. If he doesn’t prioritize
that, we will.

We—all of us—talk much in this
place about the defense of ‘‘all that we
hold dear.” Those are the words we
speak—‘all that we hold dear.” What
do we actually mean when we say those
words? Speaking personally, I can’t
think of values held more dear than
the independence of our judicial sys-
tem and an electoral system free of
malign influence, either foreign or do-
mestic. When I think of the things we
must hold dear, those things are right
at the top of the list. It is our sworn
oath to keep it that way.

On one further note on this unani-
mous consent request that has just
failed today, Senator COONS and I are
prepared to make it again and again
until there is a vote on this vital bipar-
tisan legislation on the Senate floor. I
have informed the majority leader that
I will not vote to advance any of the 21
judicial nominees pending in the Judi-
ciary Committee or vote to confirm
the 32 judges awaiting confirmation on
the Senate floor until S. 2644 is brought
to the full Senate for a vote.

Mr. President, I yield to the Senator
from Delaware.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Delaware.

Mr. COONS. Mr. President, first, I
want to thank my colleague and my
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friend, Mr. FLAKE, the Senator from
Arizona, for joining me today in calling
for action on a balanced bipartisan bill
to uphold the rule of law, to avoid a
constitutional crisis, and to secure the
ongoing position of Special Counsel
Robert Mueller, as he moves to com-
plete his investigation.

This is a critical moment. Just a
week ago today, President Trump
forced the resignation of his Attorney
General, Jeff Sessions, and effectively
stripped Deputy Attorney General Rod
Rosenstein of his authority to super-
vise the ongoing investigation by Rob-
ert Mueller—an investigation which, I
will remind you, just the same day he
forced Attorney General Sessions’ res-
ignation, the President attacked pub-
licly as a hoax and a witch hunt.

Let’s take a step back to remember
the bigger picture here. Robert
Mueller—a career Federal law enforce-
ment leader, a decorated combat vet-
eran, a lifelong Republican—is leading
an investigation into a foreign adver-
sary’s attack on our last election.

This isn’t about relitigating that
election. It isn’t about partisan poli-
tics. It is about protecting our democ-
racy. As my colleague Senator FLAKE
said, it is about protecting what de-
fines us as a democracy. Yet our Presi-
dent is now in a position easily to
interfere with or even end the Mueller
investigation. Compounding that
threat is the person who has been ap-
pointed as the Acting Attorney Gen-
eral, Matthew Whitaker.

I have separate concerns about Mr.
Whitaker’s novel legal theories well
outside the mainstream, about whether
his experience makes him an appro-
priate person to be Acting Attorney
General, whether his appointment is
consistent with the Constitution and
Federal law, but I will leave those con-
cerns for another day. At the moment,
I think Mr. Whitaker’s comments
about the Mueller investigation made a
year ago make him a clear and present
danger to the independence of the spe-
cial counsel.

In an editorial last year, Mr.
Whitaker argued that Mueller is ‘‘dan-
gerously close to crossing’ a redline,
following reports saying he was look-
ing into the President’s finances. He
said that without any examination of
the facts or evidence. He said that if
the investigation goes too far, then—
and he openly pondered ways—an At-
torney General could reduce special
counsel Mueller’s budget ‘‘so low that
his investigation grinds almost to a
halt.”

For these reasons and others, I think
Mr. Whitaker should recuse himself
from overseeing the Mueller investiga-
tion, and we cannot wait for that ac-
tion. We have asked our colleagues
today to take a simple yet critical step
to protect the special counsel and fu-
ture special counsels in future adminis-
trations by supporting the bipartisan
Special Counsel Independence and In-
tegrity Act. This is a bill crafted by
Senator GRAHAM, Senator BOOKER, my-
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self, Senator TILLIS—a bipartisan bill
that, with the support of Senator
FLAKE and the Chairman, Senator
GRASSLEY, passed the Judiciary Com-
mittee in April by a strong bipartisan
margin of 14 to 7. We had a hearing. We
had a markup. We had a vote. It is
ready for committee action.

While I appreciate repeated assur-
ances by the majority leader and many
other Senators of the other party that
it is not needed because they are con-
fident the President will take no inap-
propriate action to interfere with the
ongoing investigation, why would we
not take this simple preventive meas-
ure? Given the President’s repeated ac-
tions, given his repeated statements
about the Mueller investigation, why
pose this risk when a simple vote on
the floor of the Senate could move this
toward enactment?

Let me be clear about what the bill
does. It says that if the special counsel
is removed, counsel has the oppor-
tunity to challenge the removal in
court. A panel of three Federal judges
would have 2 weeks to hear and deter-
mine whether the removal was based
on good cause. If the panel doesn’t find
good cause, the counsel would be rein-
stated. It preserves staffing, docu-
ments, and materials of the investiga-
tion while that matter is pending for
that brief period.

The bottom line is this. The special
counsel legislation we are urging today
protects the integrity of this special
counsel and future special counsels,
something that Members of this body
of both parties have repeatedly and
publicly said we value. It strengthens
the rule of law. It strengthens the prin-
ciple that no one is above the law, and
it ensures that we are not back on this
floor trying to unravel an emerging
constitutional crisis should the Presi-
dent precipitously act or should Mat-
thew Whitaker precipitously act to im-
pede Special Counsel Mueller’s ongoing
investigation.

Let me close today by asking my col-
leagues who are listening to consider
the fundamental principles that form
the basis of our democracy—free and
fair elections, respect for the rule of
law, strong independent institutions
that deliver justice impartially and
transparently.

It is because of these principles, en-
shrined in our founding documents,
that the United States has grown from
a fledgling experiment—at that time
on the very fringes of world civiliza-
tion—to a strong, vibrant, and inclu-
sive nation that is a beacon for the
world and the most sustained and
greatest democracy in the history of
the world.

We cannot take these principles and
we cannot take the institutions of our
democracy for granted. They don’t pro-
tect themselves. Every now and then,
when founding principles are threat-
ened, we have to demand elected offi-
cials put aside disagreements and come
together to defend them. This is one
such moment.
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I am grateful to my colleague from
Arizona for his statement and his lead-
ership today. I am confident that if
given the opportunity to come for a
vote, this bill would get at least 60
votes, having spoken to colleagues on
both sides of the aisle yesterday and
today. I am puzzled as to why there are
leaders in this body who continue to
have great confidence given the Presi-
dent’s statements and actions.

I think the time for action has long
since passed. We should have taken
that action today. I will continue to
work tirelessly with my colleague from
Arizona until we secure passage of this
bill.

With that, I yield the floor to my col-
league and cosponsor, the Senator from
New Jersey.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from New Jersey.

Mr. BOOKER. Mr. President, first of
all, I want to give gratitude to both of
the Senators who spoke before me, my
friend Senator CoOONS and my friend
Senator JEFF FLAKE. I want to espe-
cially thank JEFF FLAKE for his will-
ingness not just to lead with words but
to make a commitment on the Senate
floor that he will not be voting on judi-
cial appointments until this is brought
to a vote.

Senator FLAKE and Senator COONS
have said pretty much all of what I was
going to say. Perhaps just very suc-
cinctly and very candidly, I want to re-
iterate this moment we are in and the
gravity of the moment we are in. This
bill is not a partisan piece of legisla-
tion. It comes from a bipartisan effort.
It started many months ago, when Sen-
ator GRAHAM and I started talking and
Senator TILLIS and Senator COONS
started talking many months ago, not
just for this moment in history but
also understanding that we have a flaw
in our system that does not have an ap-
propriate check and balance on a Presi-
dential power that can put them in a
position where they are not subject to
the laws of our land.

This Special Counsel and Independ-
ence Integrity Act came from a bipar-
tisan effort to try to make sure that
we have appropriate checks and bal-
ances to prevent a constitutional cri-
sis. It is actually a forward-thinking
bill, understanding that we should not
be reactive in the cause of our democ-
racy but proactive in preventing and
securing the great Nation and our laws
and our rules that we all cherish.

We see a bipartisan bill worked on,
crafted, compromised, brought to com-
mittee, be voted out of committee, and
languish now without a vote, and I
agree with Senator COooNs that it would
get more than 60 votes and would pro-
vide a reasonable check and balance.
This is a bill that is important for his-
tory, but the urgency of this moment
Senator COONS has already gone over.

We now have the firing of Jeff Ses-
sions, and Jeff Sessions was said to be
fired by a President who literally said:
“I would not have hired you if I
thought you were going to recuse your-
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self.”” He was replaced with a person—
and Senator COONS has read the
quotes—who talked about this inves-
tigation and what he would like to do.
He called it a witch hunt, and he com-
promised himself now in the position
he is in. The idea that the integrity of
this investigation and the idea that the
urgency of this investigation will con-
tinue under his leadership are in ques-
tion. That is why this bill is necessary.

More than that, we are a nation that
has been, is, and will be under attack.
All of our intelligence agencies have a
consensus on the conclusion that our
democracy is under attack.

We need to understand what hap-
pened, what is happening, how to pre-
vent it from happening again, and hold
those people accountable.

This investigation has led to numer-
ous guilty pleas. This investigation has
led to numerous indictments, and it
should be able to run its course with-
out interference.

So I will conclude by saying that
there is urgency in our country to up-
hold an ideal and a principle that no
one, not a Congress person, not a Sen-
ator, not a mayor, not a Governor, not
the President of the United States—no
one in this country is above the law.

There is ample evidence of this body
taking reasonable, measured, bipar-
tisan actions to make sure we have the
balanced government that was de-
signed and intended by our Founders.
This is a reasonable, modest check and
balance on Presidential power to en-
sure that no one, including the Presi-
dent of the United States, is above the
law.

I am deeply grateful for Senator
CoONS, Senator TILLIS, Senator GRA-
HAM, and especially for the leadership
shown right now by Senator FLAKE in
this important moment to avoid a con-
stitutional crisis.

Thank you.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Arizona.

Mr. FLAKE. Mr. President, I want to
thank the Senator from Delaware, Mr.
CoONS, and the Senator from New Jer-
sey, Mr. BOOKER, for doing this to-
gether with us to make sure that we
have this bipartisan piece of legislation
here on the Senate floor.

It is not unremarkable to have such
a bipartisan piece of legislation pass
out of the Judiciary Committee. We
don’t have very many bipartisan pieces
of legislation coming out of the Senate
Judiciary Committee, but this one
was—by a vote of 14 to 7, including the
chairman of the committee.

There is no reason it shouldn’t be
brought to the floor. It was passed out
of the Judiciary Committee on April
26.

I should note that the Judiciary
Committee has been busy sending
things to the floor during the inter-
vening time. In fact, since April 26,
when this bill passed the Judiciary
Committee, we have sent 49 nomina-
tions through to the floor that we have
voted on and confirmed here on the
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floor. Since that time, the floor actu-
ally has voted on 50. There was one
that was already in the queue.

So on the floor, since this bill passed
the Judiciary Committee, we have
voted on 50 confirmations of the Presi-
dent’s nominees. Many of these nomi-
nees were blue-slipped in Democratic
States; some, in Republican. We have
been able to move on all of them. There
is no reason we shouldn’t move on this
vital piece of legislation to protect the
special counsel.

When the leader said in April that
there was no move on the special coun-
sel, nobody was being fired, nothing to
worry about here—if that was the case
then, that certainly is not the case
now. Since then, the Attorney General
has been fired, and the oversight for
this investigation, which sat with the
Deputy Attorney General, has been
wrested from him and turned over to
someone who has not received Senate
confirmation, someone who has ex-
pressed open hostility to the Mueller
investigation. Does that not ring alarm
bells around here? If that doesn’t, what
will? Why are we so sanguine about
this? This would provoke a constitu-
tional crisis. Yet, when we have the op-
portunity to pass legislation to protect
the special counsel, which received a
bipartisan vote in the Judiciary Com-
mittee, we fail to bring it up on the
Senate floor. Why?

Why do we do this to protect a man,
seemingly, who is so incurious about
what Russia did during the 2016 elec-
tions? Why do we do that?

Do we have no more institutional
pride here? Don’t we more jealously
guard our prerogative as Senators than
to simply let this go? What will it
take?

I am prepared—and I know that the
Senator from Delaware is, as well—to
bring this up again. We will bring it up
again until we can get a vote on the
Senate floor.

I hope in the next few days and in the
coming weeks that the public will rise
up and say that this needs to be done.
A Dbipartisan piece of legislation that
has passed the Judiciary Committee
ought to be brought to the Senate floor
for a vote. We are not saying that it
has to pass, although we think it will;
for sure it will. It has overwhelming
support. We are just saying: Bring it to
a vote; bring it to a vote. Until we do,
the 21 nominations that are in the Ju-
diciary Committee waiting for a vote
there will not receive a vote, nor will I
give my vote to the 32 nominations
that are sitting here on the Senate
floor.

This is important. This should be a
priority. I thank the Presiding Officer,
and I thank the Senator from Dela-
ware, and I will yield to him.

Mr. COONS. Mr. President, I will just
conclude by saying that I could not
agree more with the comments of the
Senator from Arizona, my friend and
colleague.

There come moments when we should
step up and defend the prerogatives and
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the role of this body. This is one of
them. I understand it may annoy, it
may displease the President for there
to be a speed bump put in the way of
interference with the special counsel.
But this isn’t just about the current
special counsel; this is about taking
Department of Justice regulations and
making them statute. This is about
providing a small modicum of protec-
tion for the groundless removal of a
special counsel.

This is something that, as my col-
league has said, deserves prompt atten-
tion on the floor. We have a few weeks
between now and the end of this Con-
gress, time when we could be taking up
and confirming nominees, time when
we could be taking up and moving
other pieces of legislation, but you
have heard a very clear position by my
colleague that we won’t be moving for-
ward nominees in the Judiciary Com-
mittee, and if just one more colleague
joins him, we might well begin to pre-
vent nominations from moving on the
floor as well. To what end? Simply to
get a vote on the floor. Simply to get
an opportunity to be heard and for
there to be a vote taken on this impor-
tant piece of bipartisan legislation.

I am grateful to my colleague for his
work on this and for his stand today,
and I look forward to continuing to
work tirelessly with him on it.

I yield the floor.

I suggest the absence of a quorum.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will call the roll.

The senior assistant legislative clerk
proceeded to call the roll.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Rhode Island.

Mr. REED. Mr. President, I ask unan-
imous consent that the order for the
quorum call be rescinded.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

REMEMBERING CLAIBORNE PELL

Mr. REED. Mr. President, next week
will mark what would have been the
100th birthday of my predecessor, Sen-
ator Claiborne de Borda Pell, who was
born on November 22, 1918. This year,
appropriately enough, the date falls on
Thanksgiving.

We lost Senator Pell nearly 9 years
ago after a long struggle with Parkin-
son’s disease, which robbed him of his
mobility but not his spirit. He was sus-
tained by the love of his wonderful
family, especially his beloved wife, the
late Nuala Pell.

A person who dedicated his life to
selfless service to Rhode Island and the
Nation, Senator Pell would not want a
showy commemoration of his cen-
tenary. He was not one to seek the
limelight. Moreover, for him, his birth-
day—November 22—became a somber
day for remembrance and mourning the
loss of his dear friend, President John
F. Kennedy.

But at a time when differences seem
more striking than our common cause
and when there is a question of wheth-
er America’s role in the world commu-
nity should be guided solely by nar-
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rowly defined self-interest or by our
democratic ideals, it is helpful for us to
recall the example and standard Sen-
ator Pell set—both his accomplish-
ments and the civility he maintained
throughout his career.

He was born into a family of great
wealth and privilege, yet Claiborne
Pell never exhibited a sense of entitle-
ment. At a defining moment in the his-
tory of our country and a defining mo-
ment in his life, Claiborne Pell dem-
onstrated that privilege and wealth
was not a way to avoid the rigors of
life. Rather, for him, they offered the
opportunity and responsibility to meet
the challenges of the times with vigor
and wisdom and optimism.

As World War II approached, Clai-
borne Pell, with family connections,
poor eyesight, and a high draft number,
could have easily secured a sinecure, a
safe posting to ride out the war. In-
stead, before Pearl Harbor, he decided
on his own to enlist in the Coast Guard
and eventually sailed the dangerous
North Atlantic convoy runs. Signifi-
cantly, Claiborne chose to enlist not as
an officer but as a seaman so that he
could get a chance at sea duty.

The complete lack of regard for sta-
tus or pretense, which he showed in his
World War II service, would continue
to mark his public service and endear
him to generations of Rhode Islanders.
For 36 years, Claiborne Pell did not
simply represent Rhode Island in the
U.S. Senate; he represented the ideal of
what a public servant should be.

He said that his motto or statement
of purpose was to ‘‘translate ideas into
action and help people.” And that is
what he did. One hundred years after
his birth and 58 years after his first
election to the Senate, millions of
Americans continued to be helped by
his ideas translated into action.

He believed that government had a
critical role in providing opportunity,
particularly the opportunity for a good
education for every American, and he
knew that there were unbounded hori-
zons for the initiative, invention, and
innovation of these well-educated sons
and daughters of America. Truly, they
would continue and enhance the great
endeavor that is America.

He authored the legislation that es-
tablished the Basic Education Oppor-
tunity grant, now known as the Pell
grant. Today, roughly 7.5 million stu-
dents rely on Pell grants to help pay
for college.

He wrote the legislation that created
the National Endowment for the Arts
and the National Endowment for the
Humanities. To this day, these agen-
cies support artistic, educational, and
cultural programming in communities
large and small across the Nation, ful-
filling Senator Pell’s commitment to
strengthening and preserving our na-
tional cultural heritage for all Ameri-
cans.

He led the effort to establish the In-
stitute of Museum and Library Serv-
ices, helping libraries and museums
across the Nation transform their com-
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munities through access to informa-
tion and opportunities for lifelong
learning. According to the Institute,
people visited libraries over 1.3 billion
times in 2015, and 55 million student
groups visit museums each year.

The vision he articulated in the early
1960s for high-quality passenger rail
service connecting the major popu-
lation centers on the east coast into a
megalopolis led to the creation of Am-
trak and the Northeast Corridor. Dec-
ades later, it is interesting to see not
only how much of his vision has been
achieved but also how much of his vi-
sion is now reflected in ideas like Elon
Musk’s ‘“‘hyperloop.”’

Touched by the death of two mem-
bers of his staff who were Kkilled by
drunk drivers, Senator Pell authored
the first Federal anti-drunk driving
bill in 1976—4 years before the founding
of advocacy group MADD, Mothers
Against Drunk Driving. Senator Pell’s
legislation became the model for Fed-
eral policy efforts to combat impaired
driving by giving the States strong in-
centives to toughen their laws.

Senator Pell was also deeply com-
mitted to America’s role in securing
world peace. His notion of a powerful
America leading the world—not stand-
ing apart from it—and his notion that
our values, our system, and our com-
mitment to human decency would pre-
vail in the face of totalitarianism were
wisdom of the ages. In his service on
the Senate Foreign Relations Com-
mittee, he espoused those views, seek-
ing to remind us that our destiny
would take us far beyond what simply
a military operation or our economic
power might because of our ideals and
commitment to creating a world com-
munity.

Senator Pell’s approach to legis-
lating was unfailingly kind and civil.
In his farewell speech to the Senate, he
laid out his guiding rules. In his words:
“First, never respond to an adversary
in ad hominem terms.”

In his six campaigns for the U.S. Sen-
ate, Claiborne Pell never ran a nega-
tive ad or attacked his opponent per-
sonally. Rhode Islanders rewarded him
with an average vote of more than 60
percent for each of his elections.

‘“Second, always let the other fellow
have your way.”

For Senator Pell, winning an ally to
achieve a legislative victory was more
valuable than getting exclusive credit.

“Third, sometimes half a loaf can
feed an army.”

He lived by those rules, but he feared
that our politics and our media were
pulling us in the opposite direction.
That is why he used his farewell speech
to urge us to stay true to a practice of
politics worthy of our Democratic tra-
dition, saying:

If I could have one wish for the future of
our country in the new millennium, it would
be that we not abandon the traditional
norms of behavior that are the underpinning
of our democratic system.

Comity and civility, transcending dif-
ferences of party and ideology, have always
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been crucial elements in making Govern-
ment an effective and constructive instru-
ment of public will. But in times such as
these, when there is fundamental disagree-
ment about the role of Government, it is all
the more essential that we preserve the spir-
it of civil discourse.

Those words ring very true and rel-
evant today as they did when he gave
them in his farewell address.

Following in Senator Pell’s footsteps,
I am one who is in awe of his presence
and accomplishments and feel a deep
responsibility to continuing his legacy.
He forged an enduring bond with the
people of Rhode Island. He put ideas
into action to help people. He was al-
ways civil and ready to find common
ground.

As we celebrate Senator Pell’s 100th
birthday, let’s take inspiration from
his spirit of service and collegiality.
Let’s translate ideas into action and
help people.

Mr. President, I know my colleague
Senator WHITEHOUSE 1is here. Mr.
WHITEHOUSE is someone who knew Sen-
ator Pell well, and he continues in the
image and spirit of Senator Pell by
being someone who brings his great
talents and skills to serve the people of
Rhode Island and the Nation with dig-
nity, civility, and great energy. With
that, Mr. President, I would like to
yield to my colleague Senator WHITE-
HOUSE.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Rhode Island.

Mr. WHITEHOUSE. Mr. President,
let me begin by thanking my senior
Senator, JACK REED, for calling us to
the floor to reflect and memorialize a
truly splendid Senator who represented
the State of Rhode Island, our friend
and a great Rhode Islander, Claiborne
Pell.

I think my senior colleague has done
an exemplary job of following in Sen-
ator Pell’s footsteps of decency, civil-
ity, and quiet determination in the
seat that Senator Pell once held. I can-
not claim to hold the seat the Senator
once held, but I can claim to have the
desk at which Senator Pell once sat. If
you look here right under where it says
‘“‘Pastore’’—a Rhode Island Senator—in
carved letters, you see in very small
letters ‘‘P-e-1-1” and then ‘“R.I.”’—like
anybody needed to know that Clai-
borne Pell was from Rhode Island.

Claiborne Pell was very important in
my political life. He spent years—in
fact, decades—refusing to get involved
in primaries. ‘It is up to the party,” he
would say. When I ran for attorney
general the first time I ran for elected
office, I was in a three-way primary,
and Claiborne Pell, for the first time in
his career, endorsed me in that pri-
mary. He more than endorsed me; we
went to a little park near his house in
Newport, and he allowed me to film
myself walking with him and con-
versing with him for my first commer-
cial. Well, you can imagine, in a State
like Rhode Island, when a legend like
Claiborne Pell in the Democratic Party
suddenly appears in your commercial
in a primary—Ilet me just say it was
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not a good day for my primary oppo-
nents. It was incredibly generous of
Claiborne Pell to break a multidecade
tradition on primaries in order to
launch my first political effort, and I
hope I have conducted myself since
then in such a way that I never gave
him or his family cause to regret it.

As Senator REED pointed out, one of
the significant lessons from Claiborne
Pell’s career here in the Senate—and it
is one that I think of all the time—was
that he looked beyond the scrum of the
moment. There is always something
going on here in the Senate. There is
always some fight or some issue that is
on the front page of the Washington
Post and on the news channels. That is
always, always, always going on, and
that bright, shiny object very often at-
tracts an enormous amount of atten-
tion in this body. I suspect that Sen-
ator Pell paid less attention to that
daily scrum than almost anybody who
has served in the Senate. He had a
much more patient soul and steadily
and quietly and modestly worked away
at his priorities.

He used to make fun of himself for
his interest in ‘‘choo-choos.” He would
say ‘‘choo-choo.” Well, we have Am-
trak in large part because of Senator
Claiborne Pell’s work. The Pell grant is
named after him because of persistent
leadership making sure that such a
grant existed. Over years of work, he
finally got it done. It was ultimately
named for him, and it remains today
an important part of how many young
people here in the United States actu-
ally get to college and move toward
their dreams.

He fought for years to create the Na-
tional Endowment for the Arts and Na-
tional Endowment for the Humanities,
and those institutions still exist. They
are still doing great work today.

In Rhode Island, we are very proud of
Sea Grant. Sea Grant has programs in
all of our coastal States. Sea Grant
was the invention of Claiborne Pell and
Dean John Knauss, later dean of the
Graduate School of Oceanography at
the University of Rhode Island.

When you look back and think of
who the Senators were at the time that
Claiborne Pell served, you can go
through all these desk drawers that I
showed you, and there are lots of
names of Senators. Many of them are
ones you never heard of. They were cer-
tainly important in their day, but their
day is done and their names are no
longer remembered. Senator Pell is re-
membered. He left lasting legacies like
those, and he did it by quietly and pa-
tiently sticking with his priorities,
which he knew were Rhode Island’s pri-
orities and America’s priorities. He
might not have been on the talk shows
as much as other Senators. He might
not have been quoted on the front page
of the Washington Post as much as
other Senators. He was not as attentive
to the daily scrum of Washington con-
flict. But, my goodness, when you look
back at the legacy that he left that
still operates today, it is hard to find
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somebody of his era whose footprint is
larger than that of this shy, quiet, pa-
tient, civil, and persistent man.

I would add to Senator REED’s com-
ments about Claiborne Pell’s philos-
ophy a statement that he made to me
that he made quite often. He said:

One of the things that you must learn in
politics, Sheldon, is how to let the other fel-
low have it your way. Always let the other
fellow have it your way.

What does it mean to always let the
other fellow have it your way? What I
take from that is that it means you
have to stand by your principles. You
have to achieve the goals you have set
out for yourself and for your constitu-
ents, but on the way to getting there,
if you can give others credit, if you can
let other ideas join yours, if you can
let other people have it your way, you
are more likely to succeed. To this day,
I still repeat that quote to new hires in
my office.

The picture of Claiborne Pell that he
signed for me is still right there on my
bookcase, and I see it every time I sit
in the chair in my office. He was a re-
markable and special individual. He
was not your standard-issue U.S. Sen-
ator. The particular way he chose to go
about his duties has left a larger foot-
print than most of his colleagues were
able to leave.

I will end with a story about one of
my final memories. Senator Pell was
out of the Senate. His illness had
caught up with him to the point where
he was barely able to speak any longer.
His friend Ted Kennedy, who sat in this
space right here—at a different desk
but right here at this spot on the Sen-
ate floor—was sailing through Rhode
Island, and he called up Senator Pell,
and he said: I would like to take you
out on my boat. So it was arranged
that Senator Pell would go out on his
sailboat. That required getting a
wheelchair onto a sailboat, over the
tippy docks that Senator Kennedy’s
boat pulled up to. Sure enough, we all
grabbed a piece of the wheelchair and
hoisted it up and stepped over into the
boat and set his wheelchair down in the
cockpit of the boat. Senator Kennedy
started up the motor and drove it off
down into Newport Harbor and then
shut off the motor and put up the sails.
As the wind caught the sails, the boat
heeled over, and this old coastguards-
man, Claiborne Pell, smiled a smile
that I will never forget as the wind
took the boat and we began to move
out into Narragansett Bay.

The only other thing that was really
fun about that was, because Senator
Pell could barely speak any longer, he
was actually a perfect fit for Senator
Kennedy, who could basically not stop
talking. There was this wonderful con-
versation with Teddy Kennedy and
Claiborne Pell wherein Teddy Kennedy
did all the talking for the both of
them, and they both had a lovely time.
They reflected on decades of friendship
and service here. It was a real privilege
to have a chance as a very new Senator
to share that moment with those two
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very different but mutually beloved
lions of the Senate.

I particularly thank my distin-
guished senior colleague for organizing
our chance to come here and reflect on
our friend Claiborne Pell. I think no-
body better than he carries on the Pell
tradition.

I thank Senator REED.

Thank you, Mr. President.

I yield the floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Rhode Island.

Mr. REED. I again want to thank my
colleague Senator WHITEHOUSE for his
very eloquent words about a great
American, Claiborne Pell.

Just a final comment. If you ever
want to feel truly beloved, embraced by
constituents, respected and admired,
do what I did several times—march in
a parade with Claiborne Pell and pre-
tend they cheer for you.

Mr. President, I yield the floor.

I suggest the absence of a quorum.

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr.
JOHNSON). The clerk will call the roll.

The legislative clerk proceeded to
call the roll.

Mr. THUNE. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that the order for
the quorum call be rescinded.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

COAST GUARD REAUTHORIZATION BILL

Mr. THUNE. Mr. President, I know
the perception out there is often that
bipartisanship is dead, but the bill we
passed this afternoon, the Coast Guard
Authorization Act, is a good reminder
that we can still come together and get
things done for the American people.

The bill we just passed overwhelm-
ingly, which is headed to the Presi-
dent’s desk, has been negotiated for al-
most 2 years. Portions of this bill have
been discussed for over a decade. It is
good to see Senators and Representa-
tives of both parties come together in
compromise on such an important
piece of legislation.

We celebrated Veterans Day earlier
this week. As always, it was a powerful
reminder of everything we owe to the
men and women who keep us safe, like
the men and women of the U.S. Coast
Guard. This key branch of the military
is responsible for defending our Na-
tion’s waters. The men and women of
the Coast Guard stand on the
frontlines preventing dangerous drugs,
weapons, and individuals from entering
our country by sea. When disaster
strikes in the form of storms and hurri-
canes, the Coast Guard is on the scene
conducting search and rescue and car-
rying people to safety. We owe the men
and women of the Coast Guard a tre-
mendous debt of gratitude. We owe it
to the American people to ensure that
our Nation’s coastguardsmen have the
tools and resources they need to carry
out their mission.

This bill will improve maritime safe-
ty, security, and stewardship. It gives
the Coast Guard the authority it needs
to conduct its military and law en-
forcement missions and authorizes the
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equipment it needs to react to national
emergencies.

The bill also creates uniform na-
tional ballast water and discharge
standards for commercial vehicles that
give industry certainty while ensuring
the protection of our environment. It
also reauthorizes the Federal Maritime
Commission and the National Oceanic
and Atmospheric Administration’s hy-
drographic services.

As chairman of the Commerce Com-
mittee, I have been honored to work
with dedicated committee members of
both parties. I would like to personally
thank the members of our committee
for all their hard work this Congress.

Special thanks on this bill go to Sen-
ator NELSON, the committee’s ranking
member; Senators SULLIVAN and BALD-
WIN, the chairman and ranking member
of our Oceans, Atmosphere, Fisheries,
and Coast Guard Subcommittee; and to
Senators FISCHER and PETERS, chair-
man and ranking member of our Sur-
face Transportation Subcommittee.

I would also like to thank Chairman
BARRASSO and Ranking Member CAR-
PER from the Environment and Public
Works Committee and Chairman SHU-
STER and Ranking Member DEFAZIO of
the House Transportation and Infra-
structure Committee. They have been
great partners. I appreciate everything
they have done to help get this bill
across the finish line.

Finally, I would like to thank all the
staff from both Chambers who worked
tirelessly—including many late nights
and weekends—on this bill. Without
their efforts, the final product would
not have been such a success. While ev-
eryone on the team worked hard on the
bill, on my staff, I would like to espe-
cially thank Nick Rossi, Adrian
Arnakis, Fern Gibbons, Jason Smith,
Patrick Fuchs, Andrew Neely, Chance
Costello, Alison Graab, Frederick Hill,
and Brianna Manzelli.

On Senator NELSON’s staff, thanks go
to Kim Lipsky, Jeff Lewis, Devon
Barnhart, Sarah Gonzales-Rothi, and
Catherine Carabine.

From the Environment and Public
Works Committee, I want to thank
Richard Russell, Elizabeth Horner,
Mary Frances Repko, Andrew Rogers,
Christophe Tulou, and Zach Pilchen.

I also would like to place in the
RECORD the names of the staffers from
our partner committees in the House
who played key roles in this important
legislation. On Chairman SHUSTER’S
staff, the individuals who should be
thanked include Chris Vieson, Geoff
Gosselin, John Rayfield, Bonnie Bruce,
Luke Preston, and Cameron Humphrey.
From Ranking Member DEFAZIO’S
staff, thanks goes to Kathy Dedrick
and Dave Jansen.

I am sure I have left someone off this
list, and for that, I apologize. It under-
scores the amount of collective effort
that went into our work here.

I could also easily expand the list to
include those at the Coast Guard and
at the Environmental Protection Agen-
cy who provided valuable assistance
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and technical expertise. We look for-
ward to working with them on the im-
plementation of this bill.

As I said earlier, the Coast Guard re-
authorization that we just passed is a
reminder that we can work together
and get things done for the American
people. It is a timely reminder given
the election. Last week, the American
people elected a Democratic majority
to the House of Representatives and re-
elected a Republican majority to the
Senate. If we are going to get things
done in the new Congress, we are going
to need to work together.

Here in the Senate, we have spent the
past 2 years working on an agenda to
expand opportunities for working fami-
lies and to put more money in Ameri-
cans’ pockets. We have also worked
hard to ensure that those who keep our
Nation safe have all the tools and re-
sources they need. We are going to con-
tinue that agenda in the lameduck ses-
sion and in the new Congress. I really
hope Democrats will join us. We can
work together to grow our economy,
lift up working families, and protect
our Nation, but it is going to require
Democrats to make a choice.

Democrats have spent most of the
past 2 years attempting to relitigate
the 2016 election. Losing elections is a
fact of life in a democracy, but Demo-
crats just haven’t seemed to be able to
let this one go. Over the past 2 years,
they have focused most of their energy
on knee-jerk opposition to anything
Republicans or the President propose,
even when they have agreed with us.
They routinely delayed confirmation of
the President’s nominees—not just the
ones they didn’t like but the ones they
ended up supporting. They refused to
work with Republicans on an overhaul
of our Nation’s burdensome, outdated
Tax Code even though Democrats sup-
ported many of the measures that
ended up in the final bill. Obviously,
there are going to be times when the
right thing to do as a Member of Con-
gress is to oppose. We have a responsi-
bility to say no when we think a bill or
nominee would profoundly damage the
country. But that is not what Demo-
crats have done. Too many of them
have made opposition not a tool to be
deployed when needed but their stand-
ard operating procedure.

I say again, Democrats have a choice.
They can continue down the path of
partisanship and opposition, or they
can decide to start afresh and to work
with Republicans. I hope they choose
the latter.

I look forward to working with my
Democratic colleagues in this new Con-
gress on the priorities that the Amer-
ican people sent us here to work on—to
make our economy stronger, to grow at
a faster rate, to create better paying
jobs, to raise wages in this country,
and to give future generations of Amer-
icans more opportunities at a higher
standard of living and a better quality
of life.

I yield the floor.

I suggest the absence of a quorum.
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will call the roll.

The legislative clerk proceeded to
call the roll.

Mr. WHITEHOUSE. Mr. President, I
ask unanimous consent that the order
for the quorum call be rescinded.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

Mr. WHITEHOUSE. Mr. President, I
ask unanimous consent to speak for up
to 20 minutes as in morning business.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

CLIMATE CHANGE

Mr. WHITEHOUSE. Mr. President, it
is hard, particularly for those of us
from coastal States, to overstate the
importance of the Earth’s oceans as a
storehouse of our food, as a regulator
of our climate, as a highway for our
travel and trade, and as a source of
wonder, joy, and recreation. According
to the Organization for Economic Co-
operation and Development, oceans
contributed $1.5 trillion to the global
economy in 2010. But climate change is
putting this all at risk.

I have spoken frequently here on the
floor about the threat climate change
poses to our oceans and of the warning
signals blaring around the world. One
of the most overlooked of those signals
is the enormous amount of heat accu-
mulating in the oceans.

As CBS News reported last week, ‘“‘re-
cent revelations have been particularly
alarming’ and ‘‘deserv[ing] of a big
neon sign on Broadway.”” My humble
floor speeches may not be a big neon
sign on Broadway, but I do hope they
shine a little light on the plight of our
oceans, which ultimately is our human
plight.

We know that more than 90 percent
of the excess heat trapped by our
greenhouse gas emissions has been ab-
sorbed by the oceans—no dispute, not
even by the Trump administration. The
Federal Government’s ‘2017 Climate
Science Special Report,” a multi-
agency report by experts from NOAA,
NASA, and the Department of Energy,
labeled as ‘‘the United States’ most de-
finitive statement on climate change
science’ by the New York Times, found
that the oceans absorbed more than 9
zettajoules of heat energy per year.

What is a zettajoule? A zettajoule is
a billion trillion joules. A joule is a
measure of heat energy, J-O-U-L-E. So
9 zettajoules is 9 billion trillion joules.
That is more than 12 times the total
energy that human beings use globally
each year, just to put a scale on what
9 billion trillion joules is.

To get another measure of how much
energy that is, visualize the power of a
detonated Hiroshima-style atomic
bomb. Imagine its classic mushroom
cloud erupting into the sky. Imagine
all of that energy from a Hiroshima-
style atomic bomb captured as heat—
pure heat.

Now imagine four Hiroshima-sized
atomic bombs exploded every second—
every second. That is the equivalent of
the excess heat going into our oceans
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because of climate change, because of
our carbon emissions. More than four
atomic bombs’ worth of excess heat en-
ergy is being absorbed by the oceans
every second of every day of every
year. That is a massive amount of heat
energy, and adding it to the oceans has
consequences.

The most direct consequence of all
that energy being pumped into the seas
obviously is increased water tempera-
tures. Global average ocean surface
temperature is up around 0.8 degrees
Celsius, or 1.5 degrees Fahrenheit,
since preindustrial times. That is
enough to throw off the delicate bal-
ance of ocean conditions that marine
creatures rely on to survive. Within
that global ocean warming are extreme
ocean temperature spikes around the
world. These marine heat waves in the
ocean were first identified and charac-
terized in 2011. This is a newly de-
scribed phenomenon that climate
change has brought to our seas.

Although marine heat waves were
first identified and characterized in
2011, they have already caused perma-
nent damage in our oceans. The Great
Barrier Reef is the largest coral reef in
the world. It stretches for 1,400 miles
off Northeastern Australia, and it is
one of the seven natural wonders of the
world. It is made up of corals—corals
that can become heat stressed and
evict the tiny algae that support corals
and give corals their bright colors.
Without the algae, the corals appear
white, so these events are called coral
bleaching.

In the summer of 2016, the Great Bar-
rier Reef was hit by the most severe
marine heat wave on record. It caused
the longest and worst mass coral
bleaching event in history. Then an-
other heat wave and bleaching oc-
curred the next year, in 2017. These un-
precedented back-to-back bleaching
events killed half of all corals in the
Great Barrier Reef. If there is a wonder
of the world, if there is a majestic fea-
ture of God’s creation, it is the Great
Barrier Reef, and we are busily wreck-
ing it in this generation through car-
bon emissions.

The prognosis for the rest of the
world’s coral reefs is grim. The U.N.
International Panel on Climate Change
released a report last month, finding
that coral reefs will all but disappear
from Earth if we warm by 2 degrees
Celsius—which, by the way, is the goal
we are trying to stay under through
the Paris accord. Even if we stay under
that goal, corals will suffer immensely.
Without any changes to our fossil fuel
consumption, we are on track to blow
by 2 degrees and hit 3 degrees Celsius of
global warming by 2100, making corals
virtually extinct.

Warming oceans are wreaking havoc
on the world’s fisheries. Fish feed the
world and power coastal economies.
The World Health Organization says
that fish are the main source of protein
for around 1 billion people worldwide.
The U.N. Food and Agriculture Organi-
zation estimates that 60 million people
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are employed in fisheries and agri-
culture.

Across the globe and here at home we
are seeing dangerous shifts affecting
the fishing industry. Rhode Island once
had a booming lobster industry. But
the lobster population is shifting north
as our waters warm, leaving Rhode Is-
land lobster traps empty. The National
Oceanic and Atmospheric Administra-
tion reports, ‘“The lobster industry in
New York and southern New England
has nearly collapsed.”” Maine, as Sen-
ator ANGUS KING has pointed out, is
temporarily benefiting from the north-
ern movement of lobster, but the lob-
ster will keep moving north into Can-
ada as the oceans continue to warm.

Rhode Islanders and other New Eng-
land fishermen are also looking wor-
riedly at declining shellfish popu-
lations. Total landings for eastern oys-
ters, northern quahogs, softshell clams,
and northern bay scallops declined 85
percent between 1980 and 2010. The Na-
tional Oceanic and Atmospheric Ad-
ministration identified warming ocean
temperatures as the key driver for that
decline. On the other side of that de-
cline, of course, are the livelihoods of
all the men and women in that indus-
try.

The accumulating heat energy in our
seas is also causing them to rise. As
water warms, it expands. This thermal
expansion 1is responsible for around
one-third of the rise we have measured
in sea levels. The rest comes mostly
from melting ice, again, thanks to cli-
mate change. Global sea level has al-
ready risen over eight inches on aver-
age in the past 100 years—more in cer-
tain locations—and the rate of increase
is accelerating.

Warming and expanding waters eat
away at the large ice sheets in the Ant-
arctic. As the edges melt away, the gla-
ciers behind them melt more quickly,
adding additional water to the ocean.
The IPCC warns that as the world
reaches warming levels of 1.5 to 2 de-
grees Celsius—again, what we are try-
ing to stay at; this is our target. This
isn’t if it is worse. At that 1.5 to 2 de-
grees Celsius, ice sheet melt could trig-
ger multiple meters of sea level rise
over time—meters, not inches. We are
already 1 degree Celsius above
preindustrial times, so there is not
much room for maneuver between
where we are and 1.5 to 2 degrees.

Warmer seas also supercharge
storms. Hurricanes gain strength from
heat energy in the oceans below them.
Warmer oceans also evaporate more
water to the atmosphere, generating
more rainfall. Stronger and wetter
storms then ride ashore on higher sea
levels, pushing larger storm surges
ahead of them into our coastal States.

Many of us remember the devasta-
tion Superstorm Sandy brought to the
mid-Atlantic and southern New Eng-
land States in 2012. Here is what Dr.
Michael Mann, professor of atmos-
pheric science and director of the
Earth System Science Center at Penn-
sylvania State University, said about
that storm:
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Sea level rise adds to the storm surge of
every single storm that makes landfall. In
the case of Superstorm Sandy, in 2012, it
added a foot to that 13-foot storm surge. One
foot ... meant 25 more square miles of
coastal flooding. It meant several billion dol-
lars worth of additional damage.

At one point during this year’s hurri-
cane season, our tropics faced nine ac-
tive tropical storms. The hallmarks of
these warm, ocean-fueled storms can be
seen in powerful hurricanes that hit
United States territories in recent
years. Hurricane Harvey hit Houston;
Hurricane Maria hit Puerto Rico and
the Virgin Islands; Super Typhoon
Yutu hit the Northern Marianas, Hurri-
cane Florence hit in the Carolinas, and
Hurricane Michael hit in Florida.

No one storm can be blamed wholly
on climate change, but scientists are
increasingly able to link the increas-
ingly dangerous level of storm damage
to climate change, and we have had an
eerie streak of record-setting storms in
the past few years. Hurricane Harvey
was the single greatest downpour in
U.S. history, according to the U.S. Ge-
ological Survey. It dumped over 50
inches of rain on Houston and over 30
trillion gallons of water over Texas,
Louisiana, Tennessee, and Kentucky.
How much is 30 trillion gallons of
water? For comparison, the Chesa-
peake Bay holds around 18 trillion gal-
lons of water. Basically, it dumped
nearly two Chesapeake Bays onto those
States.

Harvey’s deluge was fueled by record
warm temperatures in the Gulf of Mex-
ico. Scientists from the University of
California, Berkeley, found that Hurri-
cane Harvey was over three times more
likely to have occurred due to climate
change and that its rainfall was in-
creased by around 38 percent due to cli-
mate change.

Hurricane Florence intensified over
water 1 to 2 degrees Celsius above aver-
age and dumped record rainfall and
flooding on the Carolinas in Sep-
tember. Preliminary analysis suggests
that Florence’s rainfall was more than
50 percent higher due to climate
change.

When Hurricane Michael hit Florida
just last month, it passed over water 2
to 3 degrees Celsius warmer than aver-
age. As it passed over these waters, Mi-
chael’s winds increased by 80 miles per
hour in just 48 hours, a phenomenon
scientists refer to as ‘‘rapid intensifica-
tion.” It became the strongest storm
ever to make an October landfall in the
United States.

The direct link between sea tempera-
ture and hurricane intensification is
well established: Each degree Celsius of
ocean warming causes a 7-percent in-
crease in maximum wind speed, and a
storm’s destructive potential increases
by three times the wind speed increase.

So how does that play through? To
quote Professor Mann again:

A 7 percent increase in wind speed is a 21
percent increase in the destructive potential
of the storm. That is with one degree Celsius
ocean warming. With Hurricane Michael,
those temperatures were 2 to 3 degrees Cel-
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sius above preindustrial temperatures. If you
do the math, that means it was probably
twice as destructive as it would have been in
the absence of human-caused warming.

The result of the destructive power of
Hurricane Michael was the almost
complete demolition of the town of
Mexico Beach, FL. Michael hit with 155
mile per hour winds and a storm surge
of around 9 feet, completely demol-
ishing 70 percent of homes and severely
damaging many more.

The degree of damage and the impos-
ing costs of rebuilding mean that many
Floridians simply will leave, and that
is playing out across coastal prop-
erties.

A falloff of coastal property values
will spread, many sources anticipate,
as people see more events like the de-
struction of Mexico Beach. Insurance
companies, banks, and institutional
property investors are already showing
signs of anxiety in coastal commu-
nities.

Freddie Mac has described the effect
of this property value crash on Amer-
ica’s coastal regions as follows. Freddie
Mac—the great housing powerhouse—
has said: ‘““The economic losses and so-
cial disruption may happen gradually,
but they are likely to be greater in
total than those experienced in the
housing crisis and Great Recession.”

Any of us who lived through the 2008
mortgage meltdown should take that
warning deadly seriously. It is not just
Freddie Mac. Moody’s now rates coast-
al municipalities’ bonds for this risk—
Moody’s, Freddie Mac, Union of Con-
cerned Scientists, the experience of
coastal communities. It is all piling up,
and yet we do nothing. I haven’t even
talked about acidification. That is a
separate speech—the chemical changes
happening in the ocean, in addition to
the physical changes of warming and
rising. Set that aside, but it is just as
dangerous.

Despite these warnings just about
ocean warming, Republican heads in
Congress and in the White House seem
determined to remain buried in the
sand. I don’t know how many more
storms need to hit us before we are
willing to take meaningful action.
Americans who live and work along our
shores—Rhode Islanders and people
who live in other coastal States—are
the ones who are suffering the most
from all of this, and they are the ones
who will have to explain our delay.
Those Americans are entitled to a
voice, not just the lobbyists of the fos-
sil fuel industry. We must protect our
coasts for when the next storms batter
their way ashore.

This is getting worse, not better. We
must take responsibility for the
changes we are causing in the world’s
oceans. We will not be forgiven for our
indolence and disregard just because
there is a big industry behind our indo-
lence and disregard. Our oceans are
warning us loudly, and they are warn-
ing us clearly: It is time to wake up.

I yield the floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr.
TILLIS). The Senator from Tennessee.
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Mr. ALEXANDER. Mr. President, I
have come to the floor for three dif-
ferent reasons. Out of courtesy to the
Democratic leader, who I see coming
in, I will wait until he is here.

Mr. SCHUMER. I am here.

TENNESSEE VALLEY AUTHORITY

Mr. ALEXANDER. Good.

Mr. President, as the world knows,
the country’s largest public utility is
the Tennessee Valley Authority and
serves 9 million customers in our
seven-state region. It is enormously
important to our State of Tennessee.
Its CEO, Bill Johnson, announced
today that he is leaving. I will have
more to say about him later, but he
and the Board of Directors have led
TVA in an excellent direction, and it is
now up to the Board of Directors to
choose his successor. It is a big job. As
I said, it is a $10 billion-a-year com-
pany.

John Ryder, of Memphis, was nomi-
nated by President Trump 282 days ago
to be one of those Directors. He has
been approved by voice vote by the En-
vironment and Public Works com-
mittee. For the last 176 days, he has
been waiting for confirmation. He has
the approval of the ranking Democrat
on the committee, the Senator from
Delaware, Mr. CARPER. He has the ap-
proval of the ranking Democrat on the
subcommittee, Senator WHITEHOUSE. It
is time Mr. Ryder, who is consistently
named one of the finest lawyers in
Memphis—he has been recognized by
Business Tennessee Magazine as among
the 101 Best Lawyers in Tennessee and
listed in Best Lawyers since 1987. In
other words, he is a well-qualified, non-
controversial nominee who is needed
by the people of our region to select a
successor to Bill Johnson, the CEO.
The other nominees have been con-
firmed. The nominee from Alabama
was confirmed. The nominee from Ken-
tucky was confirmed but not the nomi-
nee from Tennessee.

I am taking the step today of coming
to the floor to ask that he be confirmed
by consent. I can think of no reason
why he would not be.

UNANIMOUS CONSENT REQUEST—EXECUTIVE

CALENDAR NO. 856

Mr. President, I ask unanimous con-
sent that the Senate proceed to the
consideration of executive calendar No.
856, the nomination of John Ryder to
be a member of the Board of Directors
of the Tennessee Valley Authority;
that the Senate vote on the nomina-
tion with no intervening action or de-
bate; that if confirmed, the motion to
reconsider be considered made and laid
upon the table; that the President be
immediately notified of the Senate’s
actions; that no further motions be
made in order; and that any state-
ments relating to the nomination be
printed in the RECORD.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there
an objection?

The Senator from New York.

Mr. SCHUMER. Reserving the right
to object. Very simply, there has to be
some comity here. Republicans cannot
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block Democratic nominees and then
expect Republican nominees to go
through, so I object.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objec-
tion is heard.

The Senator from Tennessee.

Mr. ALEXANDER. To my friend from
New York, who is he talking about? He
knows my record. I worked with him
three times when President Obama was
there, worked with him directly to
make it easier for President Obama to
have nominees.

Let me go through that because 1
think it is important the people know
the efforts we made together. In 2011,
working with the Senator from New
York, we got rid of secret holds. We
permitted waiver of the 72-hour rule
that was used to block nominations
and delay. We created 272 expedited
privilege nominations. In 2012, we
eliminated Senate confirmations for
163 positions, all to make it easier for
President Obama to make Presidential
nominations. In 2013, we created some
new rules which said that Executive
nominees could only be debated post-
cloture for 8 hours and district judges
for 2 hours.

I personally made sure the current
chairman of the Democratic Party,
Tom Perez, got cloture so the Senate
could vote on him. I voted against him,
but I made certain he could come to a
vote.

When President Obama had a va-
cancy in the Department of Education
in his last year, I went to President
Obama and said: Mr. President, I think
it is inappropriate for us not to have a
confirmed Senate nominee in a prin-
cipal position like U.S. Secretary of
Education. If you will please nominate
John King, with whom I disagree, I will
make sure he is confirmed, and we con-
firmed him. That has been my record
in terms of dealing with nominees of
the President of an opposite party.

I ask through the Chair, why pick on
Tennessee? Why confirm Kentucky
nominees, why confirm Alabama nomi-
nees, why work with me in three dif-
ferent Congresses to make it easier for
President Obama to confirm nominees,
why applaud me for allowing the chair-
man of the Democratic Party today to
be confirmed as Secretary of Labor and
then block a nominee for the Tennessee
Valley Authority, who is eminently
well-qualified, who is supported by the
Democratic members of the committee
who have jurisdiction and who is need-
ed on the Board to pick a CEO for the
millions of people in the seven-state re-
gion? Why pick on Tennessee, I would
say to my friend from New York
through the Chair.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from New York.

Mr. SCHUMER. Mr. President, we
have to have some bipartisanship here.
I understand my friend from Ten-
nessee. He is my friend. I hope he
would work with us to create bipar-
tisan packages to get nominees
through. That is not happening. We
need to do it.

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — SENATE

I yield the floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Tennessee.

Mr. ALEXANDER. Mr. President, I
don’t know what he is talking about. I
am the chairman of the Health, Edu-
cation, Labor, and Pensions Com-
mittee. I have, during my time, regu-
larly confirmed Democratic nominees
and Republican nominees. 1 have
worked with the Democratic leader to
make it easier for President Obama to
confirm nominees and now he gives me
no specific reason why he is objecting
to the nominee from Tennessee.

I ask him further—even though he
has left the floor in what I would con-
sider to be an act of discourtesy while
I am speaking to him, and I mean that.
I am very upset about this. I consider
that an act of discourtesy when the
Democratic leader leaves the floor
while I am speaking directly to him
through the Chair on a matter of im-
portance to 9 million people in our
area. I ask him what kind of precedent
is he setting, the Democratic leader.

Let’s think about this for a minute.
One hundred and nineteen times the
majority leader, Senator MCCONNELL,
has had to file cloture to cut off debate
in order to just get a vote on a nominee
like Mr. Ryder, named one of the best
lawyers in Tennessee since 1987, ap-
proved by Democratic colleagues, need-
ed by the Tennessee Valley Authority,
certain to be confirmed here almost
unanimously. One hundred and nine-
teen times the Democratic opposition
has required the Republican leader,
Senator MCCONNELL, to use a whole
week to confirm a nominee. That hap-
pened 12 times to President Obama.
That happened four times to President
George W. Bush. It happened 12 times
to President Clinton and zero times to
George H.W. Bush, whose administra-
tion I served in. That is the number of
cloture votes on nominees required for
previous Presidents in the same time-
frame as President Trump. What kind
of precedent does this set?

Let’s talk about that for a moment.
This is a body of precedents. For many
years, we always confirmed nominees
with 51 votes. That was until George W.
Bush became President of the United
States and the Senator from New York,
before he was a Democratic leader, and
others, decided they would use a clo-
ture vote, a requirement for 60 votes,
to block George W. Bush’s nominees.

That was the first time that it had
happened. Up until that time, the tra-
dition of this body was that while you
could require 60 votes, at least since
about 1920, no one ever did. Even Clar-
ence Thomas—and that was a very con-
troversial Supreme Court nomination—
was confirmed by 52 to 48. No one
thought at the time of requiring that
his nomination require 60 votes. They
could have but didn’t. So that was the
tradition in the Senate—always nomi-
nations by 51 votes. The one exception
in the Supreme Court throughout the
history of the Senate was Abe Fortas,
under President Johnson, and that was
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an unusual situation. Never had a Fed-
eral district judge been required to
have 60 votes.

In fact, what the Democratic leader—
I wish he were here on the floor to hear
this—may have forgotten is that Sen-
ator MCCONNELL tried at one time to
require a cloture vote of Judge McCon-
nell in Rhode Island, and I and a num-
ber of other Republicans objected be-
cause we had never done that before.
We had never said that you have to
have 60 votes to be confirmed as a Fed-
eral district judge. So we rejected that
motion by the Republican leader, and
as a result of that, never in the history
of the Senate had we required 60 votes
for a Federal district judge to be con-
firmed. Never in the history of the Sen-
ate had we required 60 votes for a Cabi-
net member to be confirmed. But then
in the early years of George W. Bush,
in 2003, I had just come to the Senate.
The Senator from New York and others
said: Well, we will do that for the first
time. We will block George W. Bush’s
nominees.

I don’t want to debate that back and
forth today except to say that became
a precedent. And, sure enough, what
goes around comes around. A few years
later, by 2013, things had gotten so that
the Democrats decided to break the
rules to change the rules and used the
so-called nuclear option, and when Re-
publicans did the same thing that the
Senator from New York had done,
Democrats overruled that and seated
judges on the Court of Appeals.

So as a result of the precedent set by
the Senator from New York on judges
with George W. Bush, we had the nu-
clear option in the Senate, a using of
that. Republicans then did what the
Democrats did. That is what you call
p